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PREFACE

This report was prepared by the Coastal Engineering Research Center
(CERGC) at the US Army Engineer Waterways Experiment Station (WES) and is a
product of the Los Angeles and Long Beach Harbors Model Enhancement (HME)
Program. The HME Program has been conducted jointly by the Ports of Los
Angeles and Long Beach (LA/LB); the US Army Engineer District, Los Angeles
(SPL); and WES. The purpose of the HME Program has been to provide state-of-
the-art engineering tools to aid in port development. In response to the
expansion of oceanborne world commerce, the LA/LB are conducting planning
studies for harbor development in coordination with SPL. Ports are a natural
resource, and enhanced port capacity is vital to the Nation’'s economic well-
being. In a feasibility study being conducted by SPL, the LA/LB are proposing
a well-defined and necessary expansion to accommodate predicted needs in the
near future. The Corps of Engineers (CE) will be charged with the responsi-
bility for providing deeper channels and determining the effects of this
construction on the local environment. Changes in tidal circulation and
harbor flushing need to be examined to determine how expansion and channel
deepening will affect water quality in the harbors and local vicinity.

The investigation was conducted during the period February 1987 through
September 1988 by personnel of the Coastal Processes Branch (CPB) and Coastal
Oceanography Branch (COB), Research Division (RD), and the Wave Processes
Branch (WPB), Wave Dynamics Division (WDD). The CPB personnel involved in the
study were Dr. S. Rao Vemulakonda, Messrs. Bruce A. Ebersole and David J.
Mark, and Mses. Lucia W. Chou and Brenda D. Grimes under the direct
supervision of Dr. Steven A. Hughes, former Chief, CPB; Dr. Lyndell Z. Hales,
Acting Chief, CPB; and Mr. H. Lee Butler, Chief, RD. Also involved in the
study was Mr. Paul D. Farrar of COB, under the direct supervision of
Dr. Edward F. Thompson, Chief, COB, and Mr. Butler. The WPB personnel
involved were Messrs. Ernest R. Smith and William C. Seabergh under the direct
supervision of Mr. Douglas G. Outlaw, Chief, WPB, and Mr. C. E. Chatham,
Chief, WDD. Overall CERC management of the HME Program was furnished by
Messrs. Outlaw and Seabergh. Personnel of the Prototype, Measurement and
Analysis Branch (PMAB), Engineering Development Division (EDD), who provided
analyzed prototype data were Messrs. David D. McGehee, Andrew Morang, and
James P. McKinney under the direction of Mr. J. Michael Hemsley, Acting Chief,
PMAB, and Mr. Thomas W. Richardson, Chief, EDD. This study was under the




general supervision of Dr. James R. Houston, Chief, CERC, and Mr, Charles C.
Calhoun, Jr., Assistant Chief, CERC.

During the course of the study, liaison was maintained between WES, SPL,
and the Ports. Mr. Dan Muslin, followed by Mr. Angel P. Fuertes, was SPL
point of contact. Mr. John Warwar and Ms. Lillian Kawasaki, Port of Los
Angeles, and Mr. Michael Burke, followed by Mr. Rich Weeks and Dr. Geraldine
Knatz, Port of Long Beach, were LA/LB points of contact and provided
invaluable assistance.

Commander and Director of WES during publication of this report was

COL Larry B. Fulton, EN. Dr. Robert W. Whalin was Technical Director.
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CONVERSION FACTORS, NON-SI TO SI (METRIC)
UNITS OF MEASUREMENT

Non-SI units of measurement used in this report can be converted to SI

(metric) units as follows:

Multiply By To Obtain
acres 0.00404686 square kilometres
cubic feet 0.028317 cubic metres
degrees (angle) 0.01745329 radians
feet 0.3048 metres
knots 0.5144 metres per second
miles (US statute) 1.6093 kilometres
miles per hour (mph) 0.4470 metres per second
square feet 0.0929 square metres
square miles 2.590 square kilometres




LOS ANGELES AND LONG BEACH HARBORS
MODEL ENHANCEMENT PROGRAM

THREE-DIMENSIONAL NUMERICAL MODEL TESTING OF TIDAL CIRCULATION

PART I: INTRODUCTION

1. Los Angeles and Long Beach (LA/LB) Harbors are located adjacent to
each other on the California coast and share a common breakwater system that
encloses one of the largest harbor systems in the world (Figure 1). The
harbors’ history since the 1890's has largely been one of continuous expansion
to meet the demands of world commerce and national security. As larger ships
were built, channels were deepened to accommodate them. Dredged material
could then be used to create additional landfill for facilities. Thousands of
acres of landfill have created the harbor complex as it exists today
(Figure 2).

2. Once again a dramatic increase in activity is predicted for the
Pacific trade routes. To meet the trade needs of the Nation, the Ports of Los
Angeles and Long Beach have undertaken a long-range cooperative planning
effort known as the 2020 Plan. A special study known as the Operations,
Facilities, and Infrastructure (OFI) Study was performed to determine the
cargo handling requirements necessary. The study determined a variety of
phased plans that could accommodate future needs. Incorporated in the plans
are 2,400 acres” of new landfill and 600 acres of new development on existing
land. Thirty-eight new terminals are planned along 7 miles ot deep-drart ship
channels. Also included are systems of highway and rail connectors and

intermodal container transfer facilities.

Objective

~

\
~

3. The PurBQEENQf the study described in this report is to determine
three-dimensional (3‘D§yhydrodynamics of tidal and wind-driven circulation for

the existing harbors and to demonstrate model use in investigating a Phase 1 )

.
* A table of factors for converting non-SI units of measurement to SI
(metric) units is presented on page 5.
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‘56gfiguration of a plan determined by the OFI study and selected by the ports.
This objective will be accomplished by applying a state-of-the-art, 3-D
numerical hydrodynamic model. The model results also will be used to drive a
separate water quality model that will determine the effects of the plan on

water quality in the harbor complex.

Report Organization

4. Part II of this report reviews previous tidal circulation modeling
work performed by the US Army Engineer Waterways Experiment Station (WES) for
1A/LB Harbors and examines the rationale for model enhancement. In Part III,
the hydrodynamic model is discussed, and its relationship to the water quality
model is examined. Part IV reviews the available field data used to calibrate
and verify the hydrodynamic model. Part V discusses model calibration and
verification for existing conditions. Part VI discusses the testing of plan,
Part VII describes hydrodynamic simulations for water quality modeling, and

Part VIII contains a summary of results and conclusions.




PART II: PREVIOUS STUDIES

5. A physical model of the LA/LB Harbors was constructed at WES in 1973
to study tidal circulation and harbor oscillations. The initial tidal
circulation test results were reported by McAnally (1975). The 1:400
horizontal scale, 1:100 vertical scale distorted model was calibrated with a
limited prototype data set. Some difficulties were encountered in the
measurement of the relatively low velocities that normally exist in the
harbors inside the breakwaters. A satisfactory calibration was obtained, and
the model was tested for a number of plan conditions. However, during the
mid-1970's, computer modeling of hydrodynamics was becoming more feasible as
computer memory and speed increased. It was felt that computer modeling would
be an alternative approach to modeling tidal circulation in harbors with
relatively low velocities (ncrmally less than 1 ft/sec). Also, the physical
model was heavily used at the time to examine harbor resonance conditions for
wave periods in the 30- to 400-sec range.

6. During 1975-76, a numerical model was applied by WES to study tidal
circulation in the LA/LB Harbors. The model selected for use was a two-
dimensional (2-D), depth-averaged numerical model of the hydrodynamic
equations. This model neglected the vertical components of velocity and
acceleration, and the general 3-D governing hydrodynamic equations were
integrated over the water depth. 1In this way, 3-D geometry could be
considered. The model solved the governing equations using a finite differ-
ence approximation of the equations and an alternating direction semi-implicit
technique. Application to San Pedro Bay required use of a grid of 20,000
finite difference cells, each cell representing a 300-ft square of the harbor
region. The model reproduced a 25-hr prototype tide sequence and was applied
by Raney (1976a,b) and by Outlaw and Raney (1979) for plans that included a
proposed Outer Harbor oil terminal in the Port of Long Beach in conjunction
with a proposed Los Angeles Harbor deepening project. These studies indicated
that the plans resulted in only minor overall changes in tidal circulation in
LA/LB Harbors and that any changes were very local in nature.

7. Improvements, which increased numerical stability, were implemented
in the previously discussed model permitting reproduction of longer prototype
scenarios. Also, utilization of a stretched grid having the capability to be
smoothly varied permitted simulation of a complex planform by locally

increasing resolution. Figure 3 shows the grid as applied to LA/LB Harbors.

10
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Details of this model, known as the Waterways Experiment Station Implicit
Flooding Model (WIFM), can be found in Butler (1978a,b,c, and 1980). Outlaw”
was the first to apply this model to LA/LB Harbors when he studied the Los
Angeles Harbor deepening and creation of a 190-acre landfill adjacent to Fish
Harbor. The model was calibrated with prototype data measured in 1972.
Results indicated the channel deepening project had no substantial effect on
tidal elevation, phase, circulation, and flushing. Once again a 25-hr
prototype tide scenario was used.

8. The WIFM was used by Seabergh and Outlaw (1984) to study the 2020
Master Plan. Tidal scenarios used were for spring, mean, and neap tides; each
scenario was for a 70-hr duration. The version of WIFM used for this study
included the addition of the constituent transport equation (Schmalz 1983) so
that the dispersion of a conservative substance (a dye, for example) could be
followed over time. Results of this study indicated that a major Outer Harbor
landfill would create some minor redistribution of flow into and out of the
harbors, though no change in tidal range occurred. An interesting effect
noted was the change in net circulation in the Inner Harbor (i.e., Los Angeles
Harbor's Main Channel and Long Beach Harbor's Cerritos Channel). Existing net
circulation is east to west (i.e., from Long Beach toward Los Angeles), while
for the plan studied, net circulation became west to east. These net
circulations were about 10 and 17 percent, respectively, of the average flow
in the back channel. Another application of WIFM was made for the Port of Los
Angeles’ Deep Draft Dry Bulk Export Terminal, Alternative No. 6 (Seabergh
1985), in which a landfill was studied on the Los Angeles side of the Outer
Harbor.

9. 1In all of these studies, the plans examined called for landfills in
different regions of the harbor complex. Associated with the landfills are
greater channel and harbor depths, which are necessary to accommodate larger
ships and to provide a source of material for the landfill by dredging.
Forecasted requirements indicate some portions of the harbors may have depths
as great as 90 ft, National Geodetic Vertical Datum (NGVD) of 1929. Currently
the average depth of the harbors is on the order of 40 ft. With increased
depths comes the possibility for greater variations in velocity, temperature,

and density with depth. Therefore, in order to better evaluate flow

* D. G. Outlaw, Memorandum for Record, 5 March 1985, "Analysis of Tidal
Circulation for Los Angeles and Long Beach Harbors Navigation Channel
Improvements," US Army Engineer Waterways Experiment Station, Vicksburg, MS.

12




conditions (and thus water quality) in the harbors, it is necessary to advance
to a 3-D modeling system, that is, a model that can resolve hydrodynamic and
water quality parameters at different depths in the water column. The
previous modeling efforts have been performed with depth-averaged models,
which have been effective in aiding understanding the harbors’ global hydro-
dynamics but cannot provide the detailed input required for a water quality

model study of a deep harbor where vertical variations are significant.

13




PART III: COMPUTATIONAL MODEL

10. Harbor enhancements may affect water quality in the study area by
changing tidal circulation and harbor flushing patterns that presently exist.
Furthermore, channel deepening introduces the possibility that transported
contaminants will not be well-mixed within the water column. To determine the
vertical velocity distribution for investigating water quality, a 3-D hydro-
dynamic model is necessary. The model selected for simulating hydrodynamics,

CH3D, is based on the methodology presented in Sheng (1983).

Hydrodynamic Model

11. Model CH3D is a time-varying, 3-D hydrodynamic model for simulating
circulation affected by tide, wind, river inflow, and density currents induced
by salinity and/or temperature gradients. Assuming hydrostatic pressure
distribution and employing the eddy-viscosity concept, the basic equations can
be written for a right-handed coordinate system (Figure 4) as shown in

Figure 5. 1In the governing equations u , v , and w are the velocities in

Y Displaced Water
\ Surface

\

- Nominal Woter Surface

Figure 4. Coordinate system
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X- , y- , and z-directions, respectively; £ 1s the Coriolis parameter
defined as 2Q sin ¢ where ¢ 1is the latitude; p, is the reference
density; p 1is the pressure; g 1is the acceleration due to gravity; T is
the temperature; S 1s the salinity; Ay , Ky , and Dy are the horizontal
eddy coefficients; and A, , K, , and D, are the vertical eddy coefficients.
The nonlinear inertia terms and the advection terms have been written in
conservative forms. Source/sink terms may be included in Equations 3.5 and 3.6
(Figure 5) to account for such effects as radiation, precipitation, and
evaporation.

12. Boundary conditions at the water surface include specification of
the wind stress and heat flux and satisfying the kinematic and dynamic
conditions. At the bottom the boundary conditions include specification of
heat flux and use of a quadratic stress law.

13. Use of a vertical-stretching relationship (Figure 6) leads to a
smooth representation of the topography and the same number of vertical cells

in the shallow and deep regions of the water body.
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Figure 6. Vertical coordinate transformation
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14. The CH3D computer code can be used to simulate 2-D or 3-D unsteady
currents in Cartesian or curvilinear grids. To treat curvilinear grids, the
governing equations are transformed into a boundary-fitted coordinate system
(Figure 7). The resulting equations are very complex and will not be repeated
here.” To alleviate various problems experienced in similar model developments,
the dependent and independent variables are transformed into the new coordinate
system. Equations in transformed coordinates (¢, 5, o,) are obtained in terms
of the contravariant velocity components. These components are locally
orthogonal to the grid lines permitting more accurate specification of

boundary conditions.

€« glay) v, *y,(x,.x,)

(o) or (b)
n * nlxy) A AL

"¢ y. L

L“‘-,c

PROTOTYPE TRANSFORMED

Figure 7. Boundary-fitted coordinate transformation

* Y. P. Sheng, 1986, "A Three-Dimensional Mathematical Model of Coastal,
Estuarine, and Lake Currents Using Boundary Fitted Grid," Draft Report
prepared for the WES, Vicksburg, MS.
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15. To facilitate a more efficient numerical scheme, an external-
internal mode-splitting technique is used. Numerical computation of the
internal mode, which is governed by the slower baroclinic vertical flow
structure dynamics, is separated from the computation of the vertically
integrated variables (external mode), which are governed by the fast
barotropic dynamics.

16. To apply a finite difference solution method, the study area is
approximated by a computational grid composed of a 3-D lattice network of
cells. Bathymetry and land-water interfaces, such as shorelines and break-
waters, are specified for each vertical column of cells. Flow field parameters,
such as velocities or surface elevations, are evaluated at each cell. 1In order
to improve model accuracy, mathematical mapping or transformation techniques
are applied independently to the horizontal and vertical grid coordinates.
The horizontal grid directions are mapped into a general curvilinear system.
This allows a greater density of cells in regions of rapid change while
coarser cell resolution can be used in the remainder of the grid.

17. 1In the external mode, the vertically averaged conservation of mass
and momentum equations are solved, using an alternating-direction algorithm
similar to that used by Butler and Sheng (1982), to obtain the vertically
integrated horizontal velocities and water surface elevations. The vertical
velocity distribution is resolved in the internal mode. Here an implicit-
explicit scheme is used to compute the vertically integrated perturbation

velocities.

Water Quality Interfacing

18. Because a different modeling framework is used for the hydrodynamic
(HM) and water quality models (WQM), proper interfacing of these models is
important. In most regions of the computational grid, the WQM does not
require the same resolution as the HM, and its grid overlays multiple layers
and lateral segments of the HM (Figure 8). This procedure reduces unnecessary
computational expense. When more than one HM cell is overlain by a WQM
segment, the flows for those cells are combined in a manner to provide a
single flow for each face of the WQM segment.

19. The WQM uses time steps larger than the HM. The fundamental

interfacing problem consists of processing the hydrodynamic output so that
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advection and diffusion are accurately depicted in the WQM. Testing of the
HM/WQM interfacing is required to ensure that transport predicted by the HM is
maintained in the WQM. Tests consist of comparisons of the transport of a
conservative substance (dye) in both. These tests are reported in a companion
report (Hall 1990) to the present study. Supporting hydrodynamic runs will be

discussed in a later section of this report.
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Figure 8. Overlay of WQM grid (darker lines) on HM grid
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PART IV: FIELD DATA REVIEW

20. Field data measurements are required for model calibration and
verification. Data taken prior to the present study were reviewed for
completeness and sufficiency for model validation. The first comprehensive
field measurements of tidal circulation in San Pedro Bay were performed in
1971-74 and reported in Pickett et al. (1975). Figure 9 shows locations where
tidal velocities and elevations were measured. This data set was used in
calibration of both physical and 2-D numerical hydrodynamic models. In the
summer of 1983, the National Ocean Service (NOS) conducted a comprehensive
current survey in the harbor complex at locations shown in Figure 10. After a
thorough review, it was found that additional data were needed to complete the
required calibration and verification of a fully 3-D numerical model of the
area. A study was conducted in the summer of 1987, which included collection
of currents with moored meters, tidal elevations, shipboard profile measure-
ments, a drogue study in the Outer Harbor, and a dye study at two locations in
the area. This effort is reported by McGehee, McKinney, and Dickey (1989) and
Meadows (1987). A short summary of the field data measurements follows.

21. As part of a comprehensive field data collection study, surface
elevations, currents, and velocity profiles were measured during June through
October 1987. The primary objective of the effort was to provide data for
calibration and verification of the 3-D circulation/transport model to be used
for investigating tidal circulation and supporting follow-on water quality
studies.

22. Eight pressure transducer tide gages were deployed during June
through October 1987 (Figure 11). Surface elevation data were collected at
3.75-min intervals. Data of sufficient quality and duration were recovered
from Tide Gages (TG) 1, 2, 3, 6, and 7. Tide Gages 1, 2, and 6, located
outside the breakwaters, are used to furnish boundary conditions to drive the
hydrodynamic model, whereas, TG 3 and 7, located inside the breakwaters are
used to check model results during calibration and verification. Figures 12
through 15 are example plots of tidal measurements at TG 1 and 3 for the
entire period of gage deployment as well as for the 2-day period of 7 to
9 August 1987. Figure 15 displays a substantial amount of seiching in the
Cerritos Channel gage, evidence of the subtidal 1-hr oscillation occurring in
the Inner Harbor. The Inner Harbor acts as a resonance chamber for the

oscillations occurring in outer San Pedro Bay (Wilson et al. 1968). These
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outer bay oscillations were observed in all open coast gages as seen with
careful examination of Figure 1l4.

23. Eighteen in situ current meters were deployed at nine stations for
a l-month intensive data collection period during August 1987 (Figure 11).
Typically one to three current meters were deployed in a vertical string at a
current meter station. If there was only one meter at a station, it was
positioned at middepth, whereas if there were two or three meters, they were
located so as to measure surface, middepth, and/or bottom layer currents. Of
the eighteen meters deployed, data were recovered from thirteen. These data
were used in calibration and verification of the hydrodynamic model.

24, Current velocity profile ranges were taken during 6-14 August 1987
at major entrances to the harbor and interior chamnels (Figure 11). These
measurements were taken from a boat, using portable current meters of the
ducted impeller type, and typically were taken over 10 to 12 hr of a tidal
cycle. Details of these 1987 field data collection efforts are given in
McGehee, McKinney, and Dickey (1989).

25. 1In order to check for circulation patterns in the Outer Harbor, a
drogue study was conducted along with the measurement effort discussed in
paragraph 24. The technique used was the application of a tracking radar
system to map the Lagrangian movement of up to 10 passive drogue floats
deployed in the Outer Harbor. Each of the floats was equipped with a radar
reflector and had a subsurface drogue extending 5 m below the free surface.
This arrangement ensured the total drogue responded to the average currents in
the top 3-m layer of the water column (and was not unduly influenced by
surface winds, a common drawback of previous drogue studies). Simultaneously,
Eulerian current measurements (velocity measurements at a fixed station) of
the vertical velocity profile behind the drogues were taken. These
measurements helped to establish validity of the remote sensing technique.
The drogue data were used as supplemental data in checking the numerical model
results qualitatively. Details of the drogue study are reported by Meadows
(1987).
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PART V: MODEL CALIBRATION AND VERIFICATION

26. Numerical modeling of hydrodynamics and transport in three dimen-
sions is a highly complicated task. To complete a successful calibration and
verification of the model to observed data, several steps are necessary.

These include proper choice of model domain, examination and analysis of
available data to classify the dynamics of the study area, model resolution of
the important processes, accurate grid schematization (both horizontal and
vertical), development of appropriate initial and boundary conditions and
model input data streams, and performance of sensitivity tests on model

response to choice of grid resolution and key model coefficients.

Grid Selection

27. The CH3D model chosen for this study permits use of a curvilinear
grid for solving the time-varying hydrodynamics. Such a grid should be fitted
to conform horizontally to the irregular shoreline and ship channels of the
harbor complex. An auxiliary code is used to generate the boundary-fitted
horizontal curvilinear grid. Several attempts were made to generate accurate
engineering grids for San Pedro Bay. Available software for grid generation
proved inadequate to construct a practical grid for resolving the complex
geometry within the harbors for which the model algorithms would remain
stable. The primary problem was in connection with the development of highly
skewed computational grid cells. Further discussion can be found in Appendix A.

28. The CH3D model can use either a curvilinear or rectilinear grid for
resolving the horizontal domain. A successful and accurate grid (Figure 3)
was used in a previous study (Seabergh and Outlaw 1984) of San Pedro Bay. The
study area was represented by a smoothly varying rectilinear grid containing
12,032 grid cells (128 cells in the east-west direction and 94 cells in the
north-south direction) with the grid aligned to coincide with the Inner Harbor
entrance channels. The minimum cell width was 235 ft, and smaller cells were
concentrated in areas where channel resolution was necessary. The grid
evtended seaward of the Middle Breakwater approximately 4.2 miles and covered
an area of about 146 square miles. This grid was adopted for use in the

present study.
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29. 1In the vertical, a stretching mechanism is used to smoothly
represent the bathymetry. It permits the same number of cells in shallow and

deep portions of the water body.

Model Input Data

30. Boundary conditions chosen for all model runs were the application
of measured or constituent tidal elevations at the seaward and western open
boundaries, wind stress on the water surface, and a quadratic bottom stress
using the Manning’s n coefficient. For astronomic tidal forcing, an
elevation computed from tidal constituents was applied along the entire open
boundary. This assumption was tested in previous studies (Raney 1976a, b;
Outlaw and Raney 1979; and Seabergh and Outlaw 1984) and found to be adequate
for reproducing accurate tidal elevations and velocities within San Pedro Bay.
When wind stress was applied at the surface, measured tidal elevations were
used to drive the open boundary. These data contained the effects of wind
stress at the boundary. The adapted boundary condition formulation was tested
and is discussed in a following section.

31. 1Initial conditions for all model runs included setting all internal
grid cell velocities to zero and selecting a starting time in the tidal and
wind records consistent with the assumption of a quiescent water body. The
model requires a large input data stream that includes information relating to
physical constants, turbulence/wind/friction parameters, grid characteristics

(depth, coordinate locations), and input/output control variables.

Sensitivity Tests

32. In order to successfully calibrate a model, it is important to
first obtain a knowledge as tu how the model responds to a different selection
of key model coefficients. This effort is conducted by applying good
engineering judgment for an initial selection of these parameters and running
the uncalibrated model several times, varying individual parameters one at a
time. Tests conducted during this task included variations of the bottom
friction coefficient, wind-stress drag coefficient, horizontal and vertical
eddy diffusivity coefficients, vertical grid resolution, and boundary

condition sensitivity.
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33. Due to different scales and intensities associated with the
horizontal and vertical turbulent eddies in large water bodies, the lateral
eddy coefficients are typically several orders of magnitude larger than the
vertical eddy coefficients. Determination of realistic values is a major and
difficult task in modeling the harbor currents. Previous experience (Sheng
1983) with similar applications indicated that use of constant eddy
coefficients for both the horizontal and vertical is sufficient for this
study. Data are not available to justify spatial or temporal variation of
these coefficients.

34. Several types of runs were made with the model: constituent tidal
forcing, pure wind-driven forcing, measured tidal forcing with and without
wind, and use of varying number of layers. The bottom friction coefficient
was varied between a Manning’s n of 0.005 and 0.03. Little effect was
noticed on the vertically integrated velocities; however, the vertical profile
was slightly altered. This behavior was expected due to the relative deepness
of the harbors. The friction coefficient was used in future runs to adjust
the model for obtaining a better representatiocn of the vertical structure at
prototype gage locations.

35. The model permits use of several formulations of the inertia terms
in the governing equations. The horizontal eddy coefficient Ay was varied
between 0 and 1,000,000 cm?/sec, depending on the finite difference form of
the inertia terms. Values between 10,000 and 100,000 cm?/sec appeared to give
reasonable results, which was consistent with earlier experience (Sheng 1983).
The vertical eddy coefficient was varied between 2 and 100 cm?/sec, and it was
found that a value between 5 and 15 cm?/sec gave reasonable results in the
model tests. These ranges for the eddy coefficients are technically appro-
priate for the San Pedro Bay application.

36. The formulation of the wind drag coefficient is according to Garrat
(1977). Data used by Garrat to develop this drag law contain a high degree of
variability in the lower range of wind speeds (less than 20 knots). The
nearest recording of wind speed and directional data was at the offices of the
Port of Los Angeles, north of the entrance to the Main Channel. Data were not
obtained during the month of August 1987 from the WES gage located on the San
Pedro Breakwater due to instrument malfunction. Therefore, several tests were
run to determine the need for including a spatial variation in the wind field,
representing the marine-land influence, and adjusting the drag coefficient

used by Garrat. These tests resulted in the following conclusions: the Inner
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Harbor channels are protected from wind influence by the structural industri-
alization of the surrounding land; wind influence in the harbor was restricted
to those periods when the wind speed exceeded 5 to 10 knots; and the data
obtained from the Port of Los Angeles Headquarters Building anemometer were
representative of wind behavior over the entire model domain. Artificial
adjustment to represent a spatial variation would have been an impossible task
and, without any wind data to check the adjustment, could not have been
defended. These conclusions resulted in the decision to apply Garrat’s drag
law without adjustment and to eliminate wind influence on protected Inner
Harbor waters.

37. The model was run with three and five layer resolution in the
vertical. Results fromn these runs indicated that three layers were sufficient
to resolve the vertical structure in all areas of the domain where measure-
ments were obtained. Vertical resolution planned for the WQM will not eucczd
three layers; hence further resolution in the hydrodynamics was not warranted.
Additional sensitivity tests were performed in support of the WQM application.
These included testing dye tracer conservation, length of time to reach a
dynamic steady-state condition within the harbor, and tracer studies to assist
the WQM calibration. These efforts will be reported in Part VII on Hydro-
dynamic Simulations for Water Quality Modeling.

38. In conducting these tests, it was evident model results throughout
the harbor complex were highly sensitive to a choice in boundary conditions.
Figure 16 shows the residual obtained by subtracting observed surface eleva-
tions at TG 1 and 6 for 7-9 August. These measurements are typical for the
open coast fronting the harbors. Data were not collected along the entire
open boundary, and an attempt was made to estimate tidal variation along the
seaward boundary by using measurements at TG 1 and 6. These tests improved
comparison with observed data at current gage (CM7) near the end of the Long
Beach Breakwater, but comparisons of model and observed current data at all
other gages in the Outer and Inner Harbors were not as good as those obtained
using a constant tidal signal along the seaward boundary. Since proposed
plans are limited to modifications of these areas, it is important to pay
greater attention to calibrating to gages within the harbors. From the
analysis of the tide measurements and model testing, it appears the level of
sensitivity is on the same order as the accuracy of the measurements. Hence,
the assumption of a constant tidal signal along the open coast boundary was

used in all calibration/verification and plan test simulotions.
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Hydrodynamic Model Caiibration/Verification

39. Data collected during the month of August 1987 were reviewed, and
two periods for model skill assessment were determined. These periods were
7-11 August and 19-23 August, and the selection was based on having collected
data over the water column at the greatest number of locations. Another
criterion used in the selection was that the earlier period represented a
large spring tide condition while the later period was near a mean tide. If
the model can be demonstrated to reproduce these two diverse periods, confi-
dence in reproducing hydrodynamics for the month of August in support of the
water quality modeling effort can be gained.

40. The period from 7 to 11 August 1987 was taken as the calibration
period for the model. Measured tidal elevations (Figure 17) were used to
drive the open boundary starting at 0000 hr on the 7th of August (5232 hr).
Wind data for this period (Figure 18) were used to compute the surface stress
boundary condition. The direction shown is the direction, measured in degrees
from the north, from which the wind is blowing. A time step of 60 sec was
used in all model runs. Initial simulations indicated the need to reconfigure
some of the model representation of the Inner Harbor channels (depths and
geometry). Several simulations were made varying eddy coefficents and bottom
friction to calibrate to measured current speeds and directions throughout the
water column. The final set of model coefficients chosen were n = 0.02 ,

Ay = 20,000 cm?/sec, and A, = 10 cm?/sec. ©Daca caken duriug Lue drogue
experiment (Meadows 1987) were examined and compared with the model results as
a consistency check. The most reliable data for skill assessment were
measured tide and currents at specific locations throughout the study area.
Comparisons to these data are presented.

41. The process of calibration/verification involves determining the
best estimates for bathymetric/geometric representation and model coefficients
(friction, wind drag, diffusion, etc.) that allow for good agreement in com-
paring model with observed data for one set of conditions. A second event is
simulated without further model adjustment, and the quality of the comparison
of model with observed data is assessed. Figure 19 displays the measured and
model tidal elevations imposed at the open boundary for the verification period
starting at 0000 hr on the 19th of August (5520 hr). Wind data for this period

(Figure 20) were used to compute the surface stress boundary condition.

34




-
<
o
3.
=~
[
=3
4
§
o
bl
(-3
*° R T T T T U T T T 1 T T 1
3230 S0 S30  3260 STVO SO SIO 3300 30 I I} 53O SIS0 S3ImO

TIME, HR

Figure 17. Ocean tide boundary condition for calibration period

£
g MA/AW\&M
g3

$I30 S40 B0 SH0 S0 M0 SHO
TIME, HOURS

(a) Wind speed

0.0 .;.0 llﬂ.ﬂ

1

L

OIRECTION, DES N

~160.0 -40.0

o

v 7
S330 €40 £E0 S0 S0 w0

- n T -

S0 SW0 $310 5130 &30 30 580 S%0
TIME, HOURS
(b) Wind direction

Figure 18. Wind data for calibration period

35




2.0 4.0 6.0 8.0
1 1 p

ELEVATION, FT(MLLW)

0.0
L

P

o

." L) \J L T \J T T T J A T 1

9530 3300 3340 S350 3580 5370 S580 S390 5800 3810 5830 3430 3840
TIME, HR

Figure 19. Ocean tide boundary condition for verification period

0.0
J

VEL MAG, WPH
10.0 2.0
- L

A
$520 S530 S50 S50 560 5570 §500 S500 5600  S610  S620  S630 5640
TIME, HOURS
(a) Wind speed

180.0
)
T

0.0
1

OIRECTION, DES N
0.0

?’d
Tax wn we W mw W W we B w0 we we we
TINE, HOURS

(b) Wind direction

Figure 20. Wind data for verification periocd

36




42, For this study, a quantitative measure of goodness of fit was not
attempted due to the frequency of subtidal oscillations in the harbors. To
match each and every l-hr subtidal oscillation would require commensurate
accuracy in measuring forcing data (wind and the boundary ocean tide both
spatially and temporally). The key used in comparing model with observed data
is to look for a match in peak flood/ebb velocity magnitudes, range of sub-
tidal oscillations, and overall match of trends in the data. Presentation of
results will be divided into three categories: tidal elevations, currents,
and circulation. Both calibration and verification results will be presented
together in each category. Graphics will be shown for representative gages
and processes.

Tidal elevations

43. As mentioned previously, tidal response within San Pedro Bay is
almost immediate, and shelf oscillations are present throughout the harbor and
are amplified in the Inner Harbor. Gage data taken from open ocean sites were
used to develop the forcing boundary condition, and comparisons are presented
(Plates 1 and 2) for TG 3 (Cerritos Channel) and TG 7 (San Pedro Bay-East
End). For both assessment periods, the match in phase and tide range is
excellent.

Currents

44. Observed currents are much more difficult to match. Measurement
devices are sensitive to local effects (for example, ship passage, nearby
geometry, high-frequency wind effects, etc.). For very small currents, the
measured directional data and current magnitudes may exhibit unreasonable
values and higher scatter because of inertia and higher noise-to-signal ratio.
The measurements in this regime are therefore not as reliable as for higher
currents. Comparing model results with general trends in the measured data
appears to be as valid as a statistical procedure to quantify a match.

Table 1 lists all velocity gage locations where current observations were
successful during the assessment periods. Gage locations within the harbor
complex are shown in Figure 21. Even though some comparisons are not perfect,
the overall quality of the match indicates that the model is reproducing
current behavior throughout the harbor complex.

45. In comparing model and observed currents, several factors must be
kept in mind. First, model results are averaged over areas between 3 and
30 acres, whereas gage readings are representative of a singular point in the

harbor. Second, the model approximates the vertical with three layers, and
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model velocities are an average for an entire layer (usually 10 to 25 ft in

height; see Table 1 for meter locations in the vertical). Gage results are

taken at specific heights in the water column. Third, but not necessarily

inclusive, gage measurements devices have an inherent error, and the forcing

boundary condition is not exact.

46. Comments on comparisons at each gage location are as follows:

a.

lon

[¢]

[}

I

+h

CMl - Cerritos Channel - Plates 3-10. Measurements were
obtained in two layers (surface and bottom). Current direction
shown in the plates is in degrees measured from the north and
represents the direction in which the current is flowing. Note
that directions shown as +180 and -180 deg are the same. In
general, all peak flood and ebb currents (magnitudes and
directions) were matched in the upper and lower model layers.
Ranges of observed subtidal oscillations were replicated. A
greater variance between model and observed currents was noted
for the upper layer in the calibration run. Somewhat higher
subtidal oscillations were noted during day 2 of the
verification simulation, which may be caused by an extraneous
small oscillation in the forcing tide gage (see Figure 19).

CM2 - Main Channel - Plates 11-22. Gage measurements were
taken in three layers. A good comparison is noted for all
levels (see comments for CMl). Greatest variance is noted for
subtidal oscillations during different ebb events in both
calibration and verification runs.

CM3 - Long Beach/Pier F - Plates 23-34. Gage measurements were
made in three layers. Greatest variance is noted in the bottom
layer of the calibration run and in the surface layer of the
verification run. Directions compared well, and the overall
comparison is fair to good.

CM4 - Quter Harbor - Plates 35-38. Gage data were recovered at
the bottom layer only. Velocities are generally low in this
area of the harbor, and circulation patterns are complex and
highly sensitive to the boundary forcing. Both magnitude and
direction were poorly represented in the calibration run, as if
the gage data were in error or results were sensitive to the
exact location of the gage. Results from the verification run
showed much improvement in magnitude and direction comparisons.

CM6_- Queen's Gate/Interior - Plates 39-46. Gage measurements

were retrieved for the surface and bottom layers and were
accurately modeled in both calibration and verification
periods.

CM7 - East Entrance/South - Plates 47-54. Data were taken in
the surface and bottom layers. Comparisons of model with
observed data were good during parts of both calibration and
verification periods. High velocities observed in the bottom
layer could not be replicated. It is expected current magni-
tude may be highly sensitive in this area to the specification
of the ocean tide at the shallow, eastern end of the open
boundary. However, gage data and model results both show an
opposing two-layer flow at times during the 5-day runs.
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47. Subtidal oscillations are in evidence throughout the harbor
complex. To better understand effects of these oscillations, circulation
plots (depth-integrated velocity) for a 2-hr period within the verification
period were made at 15-min intervals (Figures 22a-22i). These figures clearly
indicate reversal of direction in several areas throughout the harbor complex.
Significant influence extends beyond the outer breakwaters. However, primary
impact is felt within the complex. This effect may be characterized as a
pulsating flow pattern. At a given location, the flow may alternately speed
up and slow down. As observed in Figures 22b and 22c, flow into the harbors
is strong and directed toward the east in the Outer Harbor. Flow is toward
the west in the Inner Harbor. Thirty minutes later (Figure 22e), flow into
the harbors has diminished, and a circulation gyre has formed in the Outer
Harbor. Within the Inner Harbor, flow has reversed and is directed toward the
east. Then again, 30 min later (Figure 22g), the pattern for the entire
harbor complex has reverted to what was observed an hour earlier (Figure 22c).
This behavior of the harbor system is confirmed by analyzing observed data
from the 1987 Field Data Survey.

Circulation

48, No definitive data were taken to confirm overall model replica-
tion of flow patterns. Circulation data were saved and plotted at 3-hr
intecvals during one tidal cycle in both calibration and verification periods.
Plates 55-60 display flow patterns at near peak flood, peak ebb, and slack
water for both calibration (7-11 August) and verification (19-23 August)
periods at each level in the vertical. Velocity vectors were plotted at every
third grid cell, and their length is proportional to current magnitude.
Comparisons of model results with gage, boat survey, and drogue data indicate
model flow patterns are reasonable. Circulation gyres are noted to exist near
the breakwater entrances and in the Outer Harbor, as expected. Range dis-
charge computations (discussed in a later section) confirm a net circulation
to the west in Cerritos Channel as modeled in previous studies (Raney
1976a, b; Seabergh and Outlaw 1984; Seabergh 1985). For most of the harbors,
flow is well-mixed. Additional discussion on circulation patterns is
presented in a later section comparing plan with existing conditions.

49. In summary, the overall calibration and verification of the model
was successful. Complex low flows and subtidal effects were well represented.

More accurate comparisons could not be achieved without the necessary detailed
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knowledge of the forcing boundary tides and good measurements of spatial and

temporal variation of wind speed and direction.
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PART VI: PLAN DEMONSTRATION TESTING AND ANALYSIS

50. The plan used to demonstrate model analysis of hydrodynamic/water
quality impact was Scheme B, Phase 1 (Figure 23). To represent this plan,
appropriate grid changes were made to approximate landfills and dredged depths
for all channel alterations (Figure 24). Base conditions adopted for
comparing plan with existing conditions were the two periods used for model
calibration and verification. Simulations of existing and plan conditions for
the month of August 1987 were also made to support water quality modeling
efforts.

51. Several methods were used to analyze the impacts of Scheme B on
hydrodynamic processes in the harbor complex. These included comparisons of
elevations and currents at specific locations, tidal prism changes, flow
changes through several cross sections, and changes in circulation patterns of
the harbor.

Tidal Elevations

52. Gage locations for comparing tidal elevation computations for
existing and plan conditions are shown in Figure 25. Plates 61-64 display
tide hydrographs for both calibration and verification periods, with and
without Scheme B at gage locations TCl, TC3, TC5, TCl4, and TCl7. Existing
and plan condition plots are superimposed, and no discernible differences in
amplitude or phase are noted. From these results, it can be concluded the
Scheme B, Phase 1 plan has no effect on tidal elevations or phase throughout

the harbor complex.

Tidal Currents

53. Gage locations for comparing computed tidal/wind-driven currents
for existing and plan conditions are also shown in Figure 25. Plates 65-104
display velocity time series for both calibration and verification periods,
with and without Scheme B at several gage locations. Existing and plan

condition plots are superimposed to permit easy visual inspection of impact.
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The impact of plan on currents at the different gages may be summarized as
follows:

Gage
Number Gage Name Comment
Ccl Cerritos Channel Very small differences in amplitude and phase
in water column (Plates 65-66 and 85-86)
c2 Main Channel Primary differences noted in flood cycle--
up to 20-percent increase in velocity
(Plates 67-68 and 87-88)
c3 Long Beach-Pier F Decrease in velocities in water column--
oscillation amplitude reduced (Plates 69-70
and 89-90)
C4 Queen’s Gate-Interior Decrease (up to 25 percent) in velocities in
water column (Plates 71-72 and 91-92)
C5 East Entrance-South Little change in bottom current--lower
velocities at surface and middepth during
flood cycle (Plates 73-74 and 93-94)
C18 Angel’s Gate Reduced velocities--more reduction during
flood cycle--reduction up to 50 percent
(Plates 81-82 and 101-102)
C19 Queen’s Gate Reduced velocities as at Angel's Gate

(Plates 83-84 and 103-104)

54. For both test periods, current behavior in newly constructed slips
(PACTEX, Long Beach Dike (Plates 77-78 and 97-98), Pier J Expansion) exhibited
opposing directions from surface to bottom. 1In the new Middle Breakwater
Channel (Gage Cl4), surface velocities were higher toward the east (Plates 79-
80 and 99-100). For existing conditions, middepth and bottom layer currents
were primarily toward the west. For plan conditions, these layers exhibited
typical tidal cycle behavior with directions reversing from flood to ebb phase

and vice versa.

Tidal Discharges

55. Total tidal discharges through several ranges (Figure 26)
established in the model grid are shown in Plates 105-112. Existing and plan
condition results are superimposed for visual inspection of impact. Results
show the expected small reduction in discharge caused by the introduction of

new landfill. The Middle Harbor Range was taken from the Navy Mole to the
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Middle Breakwater for existiung conditions (Range 5E). With plan conditions,
this range was taken from the PACTEX landfill to the Middle Breakwater
(Range SP). Plates 107 and 111 display results from this range indicating
similar discharge cycles with a 2- to 3-hr phase liag.

56. In additon to comparing time series of discharge, the total
discharge was integrated over a specific period during the simulation to
estimate changes in tidal prism of the harbors. Ranges 1, 6, and 7, located
across Angel's Gate, Queen's Gate, and the East Entrance, respectively, were
used for the tidal prism computation since they control flow into and out of
the harbors. Range 7 extends from the easternmost tip of the Long Beach
Breakwater to the shore south of Anaheim Bay. Because of the rectilinear
nature of the grid, it was convenient to select Range 7 in this manner. The
total water surface area bounded by these three ranges is approximately
660 x 108 sq ft. The total landfill area associated with Scheme B, Phase 1,
within the harbor complex is 67 x 10® sq ft. Therefore, a 10.l-percent
reduction in available water surface area is expected to cause a corresponding
loss of tidal prism.

57 A period of 2 lunar days was chosen to calculate total and net
range discharge (hours 5282 to 5331.6 in the 7-11 August period and 5571 to
5620.6 in the 19-73 August period). Since the tidal range is fluctuating over
the entire period and the flows are influenced by wind, the total discharge
into the system will not equal total discharge out of the system. The
approach adopted is to sum results over each range and average inflow and
outflow for the two tidal cycles. Table 2 gives total flood and ebb volumes
for both simulation periods and prism computations. Percent reductions for

both periods are similar and compare well with the expected reduction.
Circulation

58. To aid in comparing plan with existing conditions, plate figures
for circulation during near peak flood and ebb and slack water for existing
conditions are presented along with patterns for plan conditions to permit
easy visual inspection of plan impact (Plates 113-124). Velocity vectors are
plotted at every third grid cell. O©Of course, the first conclusion reached is
that the new landfill eliminates the gyre circulation in the Outer Harbor and
peak flood and ebb velocities in the outer breakwater entrances are reduced.

Specific comments for the three snapshot periods are:
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Peak flood. Changes in circulation patterns are confined to
the Outer and Inner Harbor areas. For the specific point in
the calibration period at which the peak flood snapshot was
taken, flow direction was changed by the plan from westerly to
easterly. A stronger clockwise circulation within the Navy
Mole was noted for the middepth and bottom layers with the
plan. Flow directions within new slips are reversed in the
upper and lower layers.

(=2

Peak ebb. Changes in circulation patterns are again confined
to the same areas as for peak flood.

¢. Slack water. Plan condition results show the absence of the
large gyre observed for existing conditions.

59, In order to determine the effect of the plan on net circulation in
the Inner Harbor areas (Los Angeles Main Channel, East Basin Channel, Cerritos
Channel, and Back Channel), the discharges across Ranges 2, 3, and 4
(Figure 26) were integrated over two lunar cycles for existing and plan
conditions, and net flow volumes across the ranges were computed. The
direction or sign of the discharges was duly taken into account in these
calculations. The resulting net flow volumes are shown in Table 3 for
calibration and verification periods. Ranges 2 and 3 are located across the
entrance to Los Angeles Main Channel and the Navy Basin, respectively, whereas
Range 4 is located across Cerritos Channel. The following sign conventions
are used for net flow volumes (Table 3) and net flows. At both Ranges 2 and
3, positive and negative signs respectively indicate that net flow across the
ranges is to the north and south. At Range 4, positive and negative signs
denote that net flow across the range is to the east and west, respectively.

60. Considering existing conditions, it is seen that for both calibra-
tion and verification, the net flow is negative at Ranges 2 and 4, and
positive at Range 3. This means the net flow is directed towards the south at
Range 2, towards the north at Range 3, and towards the west at Range 4,
implying a net counterclockwise circulation (i.e., from Long Beach to Los
Angeles) in the Inner Harbor areas. This agrees with the results of previous
WES studies, as mentioned in Part II. Similarly, it can be deduced from
Table 3 that for the plan, the net circulation is clockwise during the
calibration period and has a strong tendency towards the clockwise direction
during the verification period.

61. In summary, with the introduction of Scheme B, Phase 1, tidal
elevations remain unchanged; however, current velocities through the harbor
entrances are reduced along with the tidal prism. There were some changes in

the harbor circulation, but these changes were primarily confined to the Outer
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Harbor and Inner Harbor areas. Results indicate the plan has a tendency to

cause a reversal in the net flow through the Inner Harbor.
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PART VII: HYDRODYNAMIC SIMULATIONS FOR WATER QUALITY MODELING

62. Several hydrodynamic simulations were made in support of the water
quality modeling effort. These included: (a) establishing the length of time
required to reach a dynamic steady state, (b) repeating a steady-state tidal
cycle for several days and tracking dye tracer movements within the Outer and
Inner Harbors, and (c) simulating conditions for the month of August 1987 for
both existing and plan conditions.

63. As mentioned previously, the fundamental interfacing problem
consists of processing hydrodynamic output so that advection and diffusion are
accurately depicted in the WQM. The first step in developing interface
procedures was to provide sample HM output from an uncalibrated modzl for
checking WQM representation of cell volumes, flow among cells, discretization,
and mass conservation. These and all tests described in this section are
reported in a separate report (Hall 1990) on the WQM effort.

64. After the HM was calibrated and verified, the next step in the
interface development was to assure that the transport properties of the HM
were maintained in the WQM. The HM served as a standard for evaluating and
adjusting the transport properties of the WQM. Results from HM simulations of
a passive tracer in the Outer Harbor were used to initially adjust the WQM
representation of the study area. These simulations were performed by forcing
the HM with a 24-hr sinusoidal tide for 5 days. Examination of the results
showed a dynamic steady-state condition in the harbor complex was reached in
2 days, i.e., velocities during the third day were reproduced in the fourth
day. The simulation was restarted, and a passive tracer patch was introduced
in the surface layer of several cells in the Outer Harbor and tracked for
3 days. Results show the tracer diffuses to the bottom and disperses
throughout the Outer Harbor during the test period.

65. Hydrodynamic information for calibration and verification of the
WQM was provided by simulating most of the month of August 1987. Appropriate
tidal elevation and wind data were selected from the field measurements to
force the HM for the simulations. Several overlapping HM runs, each approx-
imately 5 days in duration, were made, and the results were concatenated to
form a continuous output file of HM results averaged over l-hr intervals.
Similar information was produced for both existing conditions and for the
Scheme B, Phase 1 demonstration test. This information was used as input to

run the WQM simulations from 2300 hr on 1 August to 0600 hr on 28 August 1987.
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PART VIII: SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

66. Based on the results of the 3-D numerical model tidal circulation

study of the LA/LB Harbors and plan demonstration, it is concluded that:

a.

(=

o)

o

(1]

I

&

[ o)

Significant subtidal oscillations are present in the observed
data. The model did a good job in representing the magnitude
of these oscillations (up to 0.6 ft in elevation and 0.6 ft/sec
in velocity).

The 3-D model was successively calibrated and verified to
represent observed conditions in the LA/LB Harbor complex.

The landfill of the plan did not affect the filling of the
harbors since tidal ranges were maintained and no discernible
differences in phase were noted.

Discharge into the system was reduced by an amount equivalent
to the reduced harbor surface area (about 10 percent) implying
no change in the net tidal flushing per unit volume between
existing conditions and the plan.

The plan caused only small changes in the flow distribution
throughout the harbor complex.

Velocity magnitude and direction were changed at specific loca-
tions. The greatest change in magnitude occurred at the
entrances of the harbors. Peak flood and ebb velocities at
Angel’s and Queen's Gates were reduced up to 50 and 40 percent,
respectively, for a large spring tide condition. The decrease
in velocity was due to increased channel depths and reduction
of harbor surface area served by these channels. While
percentage changes were large, it should be noted that velocity
magnitudes throughout the harbor are small (less than

1 ft/sec). Even for a large spring tide (tide ranges of almost
9 ft), maximum velocities in Angel's gate were less than

1.5 ft/sec.

Net circulation in the Inner Harbor showed a tendency to
reverse under plan conditions. The net circulation for
existing conditions is from east to west (i.e. from Long Beach
to Los Angeles Harbor), while under plan conditons the net flow
was from west to east toward Long Beach.

Circulation vector plots provided information on overall flow
patterns in the harbors. Existing condition patterns were
dominated by large horizontal eddies within the Outer Harbor.
Introduction of the plan landfill eliminated these eddies. The
plan also caused stronger gradients in velocity profiles.

Often upper and lower layers were characterized by flows in
opposite directions, especially in the new slips.

Production simulations were made in support of the water
quality modeling effort. The results of this effort are
described in a companion report.
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Table 1

Prototype Velocity Gage Locations

Location
Gage Number Water Depth, ft, MLLIW

Meter Location Meter Depth, ft. MLLY

CM1 Cerritos Channel (30) Surface 5
Bottom 24
CM2 Main Channel (35) Surface 10
Middepth 17
Bottom 29
CM3 Long Beach-Pier F (60) Surface 7
Middepth 32
Bottom 54
CM4 Outer Harbor (30) Bottom 24
CM6 Queen's Gate-Interior (65) Surface 10
Bottom 50
CM7 East Entrance-South (46) Surface 14
Bottom 40
Table 2
Total Flood and Ebb Volumes (10% cu ft) During Two Iunar Cycles
Calibration Verification
Flood Ebb Flood Ebb
Range No. Ex* Plan Ex Plan Ex Plan Ex Plan
1 5830 5280 5210 3930 5190 4530 3330 2410
6 3570 3580 3880 3750 2320 2380 3080 2880
7 5340 4110 5490 5800 2690 2170 4620 4720
Total 14740 12970 14580 13480 10200 9080 11030 10010
Average Ex 14660 Plan 13225 Ex 10615 Plan 9545
Difference 1435 1070
Percent Change -9.8 -10.1

* Ex = existing conditions




Table 3

Net Flow Volumes (106 cu ft) During Two Lunar Cycles

Calibration

Range No. Ex*  Plan
2 -109 56
179 -11

4 -166 22

Verification
Ex  Plan
-138 26
179 21
-157 5

* Ex = existing conditions




PLATES 1-124

Plates are positioned for ease in comparison of velocity magnitude
and direction plots and existing and plan conditions.




.0

<
<
s
_ 2 h
3 ‘ '
e F
— -
—
e
-
=z
So
= ol d
> \
a
<
pim
<
« T Y T ¥ Y T — T T T T Y a)
3330 320 S380 5200 s370 5200 S2800 3300 3310 $330 S350 5340 5350 5380
TIME, HR
TIDE GAGE TG 3
o
.'-
hd
<
E
E 4
—
[
-
—_a
= o
>
o
o
<-4
<
o T T T Y T v v T T T T " —
330 S0 4350 5280 3270 35260 S0 S300 3310 5320 5330 5340 5330 5380

TIME, HR
TIDE GAGE TG 7

TIDAL ELEVATION CALIBRATION PERIOD

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

PLATE 1




8.0

4.0
1

2.0
n

ELEVATION, FT(MLLW)

0.0
n

3.0

\J
520 5530 3540 5550 3360 3570  S300 9550 5600 3810 5820 3630 S840
TIME, HR

TIDE GAGE TG 3

25
d
' 5820 55'30 55'10 !SISO ’S’Iﬂ ”I;OTI é”’” HRSS‘N’ SCBO 5.'10 SC'ZD S:JD SG‘(D
TIDE GAGE TG 7
TIDAL EVEVATION VERIFICATION PERIOD

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

PLATE




5 .‘é'ﬁ%!. @ i

$310 5320 S3XIV S340 5350 5360

5300
TIME, HOURS

OBSERVED

N
U)o
g: o
o
a’
x
1%
e
]
e = Y T 1
5230 S¢«0 SIS0 S0 S270 SIB0 SWO 5300 S]0  SI20 SIS0 53S0 S360
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED

1.2

VEL MAG, FPS
0.8

0.4

Il

i Y ! (X N - S—
5230 SM0 SXEO0 SX%0 S0 5260 $300 5310 5320 SO 5340 SIS0 S3s0
TIHME, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD

MAGNITUDE GAGE CM1

0.0

SURFACE

PLATE 3




180.0

zQ li {
= i H fyFE
gq ;5 :  § -55.' . E. g:a
=¥ LA (Pl {riﬁ,, T
g 1 v
! S90 60 S300 310 S320 630 5340 SISO S0
TIME. HOURS
OBSERVED
g
S
g
S230 6340 B0 5%0 SI0 50 530 53  STi0 5330 530 530 SWO
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED
g_
zq
087
W £
ssilf |
8.
S ¥
g

_ i
5230 540 SXO S0 S0 M0 S0  sIb s3I0 $320 SIW S0 5350 S0
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD

DIRECTION GAGE CM1

SURFACE

PLATE




~N
< -
& S
g
1%
g 4 |
o % K 2 U : ?
g e R L YR L N g LS ; ¥
5230 S0 S50 5260 53270 S280 SW0 S300 SII0 5320 S340 S350 5380
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED
o
(Ve
i o
)
i
P =
g
(;JG—
<
hd T T ¥ — Y — -
5230 5240 S50 5260 S270 5280 5290 5300 S310 5320 633C 5340 5350 5360
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED
o
JY @
& 8-
@
£
o 3
g
o
< | M . I N PR 1 E . H
520 SM0 SIS0 S$S26D S0 SO SMO  S300 SII0 S0 SIO 5340 53S0 360

TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED (SOLID) VS (DOTTED) OBSERVED

TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD
MAGNITUDE GAGE CM1

BOTTOM

PLATE 5




180.0

90.0
1

1

OIRECTION, DEG N
0.0

RLY?
Pt
o pn i

Voo
i

i

~160.0 -90.0

LA A
5270 €0 530 5300

TIME, HOUKRS
OBSERVED

<9

o 87

3 .

- |

35 31 1|

—

Fa i pie

o -

S¥

Q

8

'5230 530 30 5D 570 500 S0 5300 530! 530SI SIO SIS0 50
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED

np.o

O;.O

il
i

DIRECTION, DEB N
GL.O

-180.0 “80.0

S230 53w 50 52D 570 300 &0 §300 §310' 330 630 SMO  S¥O  5X%0
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD

DIRECTION GAGE CM1

BOTTOM

PLATE




1.2

0.0
1

Vel MAB, FPS

0.¢
"

g - kb

o i ozt
o w B 5 Fi15L5 w2
5520 5530 5540 5550 SS60 $570 5580 5590 5600 Sﬁrlﬂ 5620 5630 S640
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED
N
(e X 3
& e
g -
>
o
=8 ,
$520 5530 5540 5550 5560 S$570 5580 5590 5600 5610 5620 S630 5640
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED
1 :
[Ya 2 -3
£3-
g
@«
r
S
Wwo
>
hd

C A 4 i - -
5520 530 5540 5550 5560 5570 5580 5500 S600 S610 5620 5630  S640
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD

MAGNITUDE GAGE CM1

SURFACE

PLATE 7




180.0

zq
8
=]
&<
5
e
S?
TS0 55  sew0 0 st S0 5580 5640
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED
g'..
zq
o 8]
= |
& 3 , | | i
B. il ; tili
s?- 13 " |
""Ssa0 es30  sow 60 | sl S0 %580 sseo  Se0  se0 Sew  lsem  sen

TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED

180.0

ii

i

8.0

) |
8 '::vz ‘:é ‘t}f fY

i

LAl

E e A rorsd

P a I

DIRECTION, DEG N

-160.0 -90.0

t3
H

5550 5540 570 5580

TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OB

TIDAL VELOCITY

DIRECTION

LS LA L)
5530 SS30 5540

T Z T - N
5590 Se00 5610

T I \J
S630 5630

SERVED (DOTTED)
VERIFICATION PERIOD
GAGE CM1

SURFACE

PLATE




VEL MRG, FPS

0.4
L

VEL MRG, FPS

TIDAL VELOCITY

1.2

0.8
1

0.0

$520 S530 5540 SS50 5560 S570 SS80 6500 5600 S610 S620 5630 5640

TIME, HOURS

OBSERVED

oA
-
=
o
a LM i Y .
SS20 S530 SS40 SS50 5560 S570 S580 SS90 SE00 S610 5620 630 5640
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED
{
N
-
o1
=

0.0

5520 5530 5540 5§50 5560  S570 S$580 5500  S600 5610 5620 5630 5640

TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

VERIFICATION PERIOD

MAGNITUDE GAGE CM1

BOTTOM

PLATE 9




180.0

gj é g%i
=¥ iy
1| A

$5i0 Sau 5640 SSE0  SBE0  SEVD 550
TIME, HOURS

OBSERVED

)

o

& 31 |

g". : ; ‘ {

=14l JUVL I

g ,

" 5530 5830 5840  sSea SS60  SEVD SEB0 5500 5600  SEI0  S630 5630  bewo
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED

80,0

o
]
8

S50 5830 s S50 S0 w0 st s Moo s wm s Lew
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD

DIRECTION GAGE CM1

z
=l
s34
b
b
[ )

~180.0 -90.0 X

BOTTOM

PLATE 10




1.2

0.2
A

VEL MG, FPS
01.0

580 SHO 5300 $310 5330 S3I
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED

0.0

¥ 1 1
5340 5350 S360

N

1M o

£ 31

)

«

=

1%

!.;Jo‘ 1 !

! I ;‘ | ! N ‘
3 W i
\J LA s T L4 L T T L
S330 S0 SISO S260 570 S2B0 SHO  SI00 SI0 5320 S3I0 5340 S350 SIS0

TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED

1.2

0.0
i~

VEL MAG, FPS

0.4
n

j }’
¥ ) Lk L
T ] ¥ LA LA LA Aj LA T
§230 SM0 SBD 5360 5370 5380 S0 300 5310 5320 SI30 5340 S350 5360
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD

MAGNITUDE GAGE CM2

0.0

SURFACE

PLATE 11




0.0  180.0
I |

DIRECTION, DEG N
0.0

3 ' \
3| il |
' 5230 530 SO 5360 5370 SM0 80 6300 6390 5320 SIW  SIO S5O SI60
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED
-
-3
s
5
i
.g 1
5330 SA0O S0 520 5270 5300 s3db 5310 5330 SXO S0 S350 50
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED
-
zg :
S ¥ . '”
| |
‘5330 sho  sI0  s30 6370 Vw0 3 $310 5320 63O SMO 5350 SO
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)
TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD
DIRECTION GAGE CM2
SURFACE

PLATE 12




1.2

VEL MAG, FPS
0‘.0

0.4
"

0.0

-

VL MRC, FPS
0.4 0.6
Il L

0.0

Fild] I [3 H R
S260 5270 S5WC S5M0 S300 5310 5360
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED

" ,

0.8 1.2
A

0.4
1

VEL MAG, FPS

0.0

¥ 1 T T LN LA AJ T T ] T 1
S2J0 S0 SIS0 S260 5270 5280 S290 S300 S310 5320 SI30 5340 S350 5360

TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED

S35 SMO S0 5260 570 S0 SMWO0 5300 S0 SI0  SID 5340 S350 S360

TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD

MAGNITUDE GAGE CM2

MID-DEPTH

PLATE 13




180.0

i
S
s
g3
B4
=E 2
| ‘ |
) 5300 s3I0 10 S350 5360
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED

0.0 llJO.O

DIRECTIC,, OEG N
0.0

-100.0 90.0

5 5310 ' $320 'SXI 530 SIS0 S0
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED

-
=8
23
g | | |
' slo sid si0! sao 'sx;o  9i0  SI0 530
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)
TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD
DIRECTION CAGE CM2
MID-DEPTH

PLATE 14




1.2

0.8
f

VEL MAG, FPS
0.4

)

1.2

0.8
L

LU= Tal o - 1
v s g

0.4
n

|

0.0

. T 1
5350 5360

TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED

Il

1.2

0.8
A

VEL MAG, FPS

A v T T
S230 S40 S350 5260 5370

T L T ¥ ¥ R v T L]
S280 SHO 5300 S3I0 S320 5330 5340 5350 5360
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED

TIDAL VELOCITY

MAGNITUDE

5300 §310 5320 SIW 5340 5350 50
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

CALIBRATION PERIOD
GAGE CM2

BOTTOM

PLATE 15




180.0

9.0
1

0.0

DIRECTION, DEG N

-160.0 -90.0

-4 i
H

H
1

530 S340 SEO 360 5370

IO‘D.O

90.0
"

0.0
1

b

DIRCCTION, DEG M

-180.0 90.0

\
[~ ]

S%0 5300 S310 S30
TIME, HOURS

OBSERVED

|

T
530 " STU

T

T 1
52 5 s310 5320 "sx0 M0 5350 5360

Tll"l. HOURS
COMPUTED

gj- * @“5 ;i %EI ki ;ilﬁﬁ o

s# ) l b | BIL 1 “ il
§ | | | [ !
5330 $280 ™ 5270

€310 S330 "SI0 40 S350 5380

$.
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY

DIRECTION

CALIBRATION PERIOD
GAGE CM2

BOTTOM

PLATE 16




1.2

U o
2 s
&
x

-
[;} o

s

hd - T T : :ﬁ' ~ ¥ ;’ T T v T Ad \i \J

5520 5530 5540 5550 5560 5570 5580 5580 S600 610 5620 $630 5640
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED

.
L=
W °©7
%]
Qe

l I
2|/}
e-p S r— T : Y v L T T T )
$520 S530 5540 5570 5580 5580 S600 5610 5620 S630 5640
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED

1.2

0.6
L

§

VEL MAG, FPS

0.4

0.0

P (B L5 : It 'L A L 4]

h
S520 5530 $540 S550  SS60 5570 5580  SS80 5600  SEID 5630 5630 640
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD

MAGNITUDE GAGE CM2

SURFACE

PLATE 17




DIRECTION, DEG N
0.0

-180.0 -90.0

5520 SSI0  S540 5550  SS60 5570 5560 S800 5600  SEI0  S80  SAM  S640
TIME, HOURS

OBSERVED

100.0

zq

o 87 i

“ IO ¢

=

g

' 6520 $630 840 SS50  SS60 5570  SS00 SS90 5500 5610 S630  S630 5640
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED

1010.0

90.0

DIRECTION, DEG N

T — T T T T T v \J ¥ L ny
$520 530 5540 §550 5560 $570 5580 5590 $600 5610 5620 5630 5640

TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)
TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD
DIRECTION GAGE CM2

SURFACE

PLATE

18




1.2

[Salr 3 A .

£ 3 !

&

P =

d -

>

2 — T —T Y 'fl: T M r : Ez: J’::f )
$520 5530 5540 5550 5560 5570 $580 5590 5600 5610 5620 5640

TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED

)

VEL MAG, FPS
0.8

0.4
f

Il Ll

0.0

<

-
5520 5530 5540 8550

T
5560

T ¥ T LA T T 1
55740 5580 S590 S800 5610 S620 5630 S640

TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED

1 - T - T T
§520 5530 5540 5550

TIDAL VELOCITY

MAGNITUDE

Y
9560

T

v = g
$60 %610 $630 5640

A L
5590
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

5570 5580

VERIFICATION PERIOD
GAGE CM2

MID-DEPTH

PLATE 19




180.0

0.0
1

DIRECTION, DEG N
0.0

$'.<

q

gl Hoo

' S50 530 5540 5s50 G860  SE0 5580 5S40  S600  SEID  S630 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED

0.0  180.0
it )

DIRECTION, DEB N
0.0

-180.0 -90.0

5520 5530 S840 6550 GSGD  SS70  SS80 SS90 5600 SBI0 5630 1 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED

180.0

90.0

DIRECTION, DEG N
0.0

E
g ! .
' 520 5530 5540 860 5860 5570 5580 5500
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)
TIDAL VELCCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD
DIRECTION GAGE CM2

MID-DEPTH

PLATE 20




1.2

0.0
4

VEL MAG, FPS

0.4

£
B
8
£
[-]

Q g

5520 S530 5540 5SSO SS60 5570  §580 500
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED

1.2

4

VEL MAG, FPS
0.8

0.4
n

0.0

- T T - i T T ¥ L M \J
$520 5530 5540 5550 SSB0 5570 5S80 SS90 5600 5610 5620 5630
TINE, HOURS

COMPUTED

1.2

VEL MAG, FPS
q.a

0.4

o " ¥ & 'l ! 'y R FR
o Y T Y T —y - .

$520 5530 Ss540 5550 5560 5570 5580 5590 5600 S&10 5620 5630

TINE, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

0.0

v

TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD

MAGNITUDE GAGE CM2

BOTTOM

PLATE 21




180.0

l

90,0
1

1

DIRECTION, DEG N
010_

-180.0 -80.0

Tl Hcf HOURS
OBSERVED

Q
d
8 ! | !

DIRECTION, DEG N
0.0

-180.0 -40.0

5520 $530  SSA0  SSE0 S50 SS70 5500 5500 5600 510 56 Mso  see0
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED

180.0

(=3
]
-]

z
)
In )
a
zo
(=2
=
—
g
=}

-160.0 40.0

T T T t Y - TI T T T _ " Y - a)
5520 S530 5540 5550 5560 §570 5580 $$00 5600 5810 5630 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD
DIRECTION GAGE CM2
BOTTOM

PLATE 22




1.2

0.8
1

VEL MAG, FPS

K}

L

i

ERE1 E.'l;z *. b P

Q B2 ¥ % :
o N H X !
— 1 LA L T LS
S0 540 53D 520 5270 X0 5300 310 5320 SI 5340 5350 5360
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED
~
NE
=
a
[{
r
J -
d S
o
hd T T T T T T T Lt A . T ¥
190 5340 S0 S0 5270 Sa80 5290 5300 5310 5320 S3I 530 SIS0 S0
TIME, hOURS
COMPUTED
~
(P2 -3
&s ; | '
- \ | ¥
- 3 - !
— 4 1 Y 23 H | X ! {
) © t b3° | i : M d -
B N I l r; iy )i E gl )
§||"[ A 2 [Ny g 1:°4N l‘l A X .
i ! J il ":.?15; '{‘ S - R AR ci
a £\ o IN i | & 0 R 13 i? S
g = " L] ¥ v v - A A " T ~ T v " Al
130 5340 S0 5260 5370 SI80 SXO S300 5310 510 S3I0  S340 5350 5360

TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD

MAGNITUDE GAGE CM3

SURFACE

PLATE 23




9.0 180.0
L )

DIRECTION, DEB N
0.0

TIDAL VELOCITY

DIRECTION

$-
' 5110 530 S:0 S0 5270 50 S300 §310 530 SISO SIS0 5360
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED
zq
o &7
=
z< i
S S
5
2=
=% |
1111l
Sk sa&l™ SIO  S60 S70 660 SIO SI00  SI10 5320 S0 5340 5350 S0
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED
8 ‘
i . ;
zQ !? :" l
w8 H : |
a) B :
za . LA :
o° W Y] N 3
5 R T
- I L
s¥ N
= ! {
8 ‘ ' ‘
"Tsid 5ad)'Y M0 5260 ST0 600 SIO 5300 S0 S130 SKW  SIO 580 560

TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

CALIBRATION PERIOD
GAGE CM3

STIRFACE

PLATE

24




1.2

U o
&aw
f_'; i
I i
< 4
g 3 4
>
o H
had T T = T — 1
5370 sS280 Sa90 5360
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED
N
—"
) @
iz o
I
[{
p =
-
x‘; =
i !
W
e
< y L . T M \J T T T Y T B a
5230 S240 SXED S260 S270 S280 SMWO  S300 SII0  S320 SXI0  S340  $3ISC 5360
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED
~N
U e
&a
S Rt
[ X
>
. | gH . ' AN - 2 U
2 ' i w B 7 3 £ {3
b m LA A\ ¥ T LA T T A\ L o )
§230 S240 S3EOD 5260 570 6280 S0 SI00 5310 $30  SII0  S¥40 53S0 5360

TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED (SOLID) vS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD
MAGNITUDE GAGE CM3

MID-DEPTH

PLATE 25




zg K
8
23
8-
=F
g
' S0 $300 S0 530 EWO 534 5350
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED
-
.
=t
g
' 310 530 5 5350
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED
=
s
23
gc
=%
]
' 0 s sak s 50
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)
TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD
DIRECTION GAGE CM3
MID-DEPTH

PLATE 26




1.2

c.8

VEL MAG, FPS

0.0

0.4

S]JO m

- T
5310

5300
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED

5310

N
" o
& o
g
d s
<
5230 S40 5350 5260 5300 5310 320 S330 S30 530 S36
Tlﬂc, HOURS
COMPUTED
D w
£ S
r;"';- ‘l\ ' ‘ 3 ! i
{ i i i B !
| s.f“*liH h‘.: ) A i”‘“L’
Plly gtz 1wl |l P AME ‘
2|F i 1 .ss ril- ' ¥ H 1 il :!.:'i‘r ki i:ii ,
SII0 SM0 S350 5260 570 S280 SHO 5300 5310 5320 SI  S340 SISO SI60
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY

MAGNITUDE

CALIBRATION PERIOD
GAGE CM3

BOTTOM

PLATE 27




160.0

90.0

OIRECTION, DEG N

-180.0 -90.0

9.0

CIRECTION, OES N
0.0

=160.0 -%0.0

180.0
J

0.0
1

OIRECTION, DEG N
0.0

-180.0 -90.0

TIME, HOURS

$300 5310 5320
TIME, HOURS

OBSERVED

$310 $360

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY

DIRECTION

CALIBRATION PERIOD

GAGE CM3

BOTTOM

PLATE

28




s 4 niod
QR NE w5l

L _ ¥ v
5520 5530 5540 5550

1.2

e
5560

5570  S580 .tssb 5600
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED

{

0.0
L

vy
5§550

R
$560

Ss70 5580 5500
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED

TIDAL VELOCITY

MAGNITUDE

s
&
- ]
g c | ;
{ i
3 ~F H H
ge 3 |
3 3 i Vi d : A :
a i SOVE ik o iy Y BRI
< HE .3 R By F R e | LI HI R 4 ,
e T T *é T — T — T u T Y 1
$520 $530 540 5550 5560 5570 SSB0 SS90  S600 5610  S620  SEI0 5640

TINE, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

VERIFICATION PERIOD
GAGE CM3

SURFACE

PLATE 29




DIRECTION, DEG N
0.0 w0 1800

-160.0 -90.0

bl

I

DIRECTION, DEB N
0.)

-160.0 0.0

S

S520 5830 S540 5950 S840 SSV0  SS80 €500 5600  SSI0 520 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED
#
9 | Bk | '
s I" 'im';‘

6520 '3 5540 5560 5RO  §570 SS80  §500 5800 SAID 5630 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED
g .
! (= ; !_ s &
zolF Hes L l f ]
3 4 h : i I
o &1 i H
w R . N
o ) 3 |
53 Ll : 9 i
= HN -4 il
g i HEN
€3l : i1 i
S i (.
= g i 4
i | i | |
5520 '$530 5540 S50 5560 §570 580 5500 5600 5610 5620 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY

DIRECTION

VERIFICATION PERIOD
GAGE CM3

SURFACE

PLATE 30




1.2

COMPUTED (SOLID)

TIDAL VELOCITY

MAGNITUDE

" o
h
g
o bt :
o L
= 'l
wfd ! ’
P v
QfFy i4id 3 ¥
A a < L T v T T LA T - T —T ; v v
$520 5530 5540 SS50 5560 5570 5580 5590 $600 5610 S$620 S$630 5640
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED
“f
)
o
o
T ]
x
%
Lo
>
o
o
T T T T v T T T T T S -
5520 5530 540 5550 5560 5570 5580 5590 S600 5610 5620 S630 5640
TINME, HOURS
COMPUTED
!
N
U e
g3
179
@
xr
-
o) S
>
] SR !
o Ad H ¥ g | y
H K Al FHRLLL S | SO ST &l & KM Y
o L ye Ly G — ',’ - A — v T 1
5520 5530 5540 5550 $560 5570 5580 5580 5600 5610 5620 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS

VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

VERIFICATION PERIOD

GAGE CM3

MID-DEPTH

PLATE 31




IBIO.O

10‘0.0

0.0 2.0
1 1

OIRECTION, DEG N
-

'IIO.O -$0.0

0.0 ®©.C 180.0
. L )

DIRECTION, DEG N

-160.0 90.0
e

TIDAL VELOCITY

DIRECTION

: ‘i;
zq| ;
- g
=87 i
[= a
. 3
53 %
= i : s
1 i
§§ @ |ii i i
=E : o
g | ’
- - — v + v — r v r—r r v
5520 5530 5540 5550 S50 S570 5580 5590 S600 SE10 S620 5630 5640

TIME, HOURS

OBSERVED

s600 " 5610" 5620 40

Il
| mlh
*TINE, HOURS
COMPUTED

i 11| E
‘l'u

.uﬂlm,

% 5600 " 610" 5820

§570
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

VERIFICATION PERIOD
GAGE CM3

MID-DEPTH

PLATE 32




.2

VEL MAG, FPS
0.6

0.4
1

2 3 2 [ R b i B
SS20 SS30 5540 5550 5560 5570 5580 S50 S600  SE10 5620 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED

N
U o
£ 3
a3
>
o
o
T T T T T Y T T T T —T 3
§520 5830 5540 5550 5560 5570 5580 SS90  S&00 5610 5620 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED
«
£ 3 :
- i !
4 ;
- : 3
d <A i i
; 3
P8 * I é B T4 -!u
< L VYL s L%y B ; 4 b e g :‘.:.‘i. -1 L § U4
b - Y v T T Y T T \ = = -
5520 SS 5540 §550  S$560 5570 5580 $590 $600 5610 $620 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)
TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD
MAGNITUDE GAGE CM3

BOTTOM

PLATE 33




100.0
J

90.0
1

DIRECTION, DEG N
0.0

-160.0 '3?.0

st

If 0

[

ﬁi T
5520 S530  S540

180.0
J

0.0
1

0.0
'

-

8
g
g
o

3
g

_ lm. M “ldwn_

(L

0.0
L

160.0 -”i 0
___F

0.0

e

DIRECTION, DEG N

fﬂlh

--_4. ss4eb LsY

550

I llWii |

5560

.unq

L]
S570 5560 5500 5600 5610

TIME, HOURS

OBSERVED

SBN ss:n 5640

IWH} 1 J‘m LWI

TIHE HOURS
COMPUTED

L

‘““‘!!Mll‘.'.'.‘.f' ——

I“h_;

TIHE HQ}RS

r'l

h
S610 L4 40

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY

DIRECTION

VERIFICATION PERIOD
GAGE CM3

BOTTOM

PTATE 34




1.2

H
] l
!
LTl Y N
[ N
12y
£ , 1}
g & 1, N ':_?:_;
‘;’6—1 kh‘ 3 ‘_&E_ .)’: !5: ! ';.}A
ORI E
h ini
Q : : i tH : ¢ ‘
d \J T R T LA ¥ AN T L L AJ =T 1
52310 5240 53S0 S360  S70 SIW0 SHWO 5300 SII0 530SI SIO SISO 5360
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED

N
Le
l.,QW
2
I
b =4
_,"
t1.J o
B
<
had L4 L T LN kJ L aJ v T L ¥ A AJ
6130 540 SX0 S260 570 5280 SXO 5300 SI0 5320 SI0 5340 SISO S3I6D
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED
N |
U o §
& o i
- £
T p , : 13
3z ) R $ l,}z
= + B . ‘. iz
< £
< v U T _Y T T — T T A v 1
$230 SM0 S50 S260 S0 Sa80 SMO 5300 SI0 5320 5340 S350 5360

TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD

MAGNITUDE GAGE CM4

BOTTOM

PLATE 35




180.0

%.0

OIRECTION, DEG N
0.0

-180.0 -90.0 . o

g
oy

i
T R DY MO 1 S LV P a6

0.0 1010.0

DIRECTION, OCG N
0.0

-160,0 90.0

180.0
J

90.0
_—

L

DIRECTION, 0EG N
0.0
1.

-160.0 90.0

50 S0 $310 510 &0 530 5350 S3IE0
TIME, HOURS

OBSERVED

1
5200 S0 5300 5310 0 S350 5360

TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED

5300 53107 5320 530  SSW 530 S0
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY

DIRECT 1O

CALIBRATION PERIOD
GAGE CM4

BOTTOM

PLATE 36




U o
&S }
') ;
g ‘ i ]
i Bt ; -
gs ; 3 i
Jué . . _g g
L A "*"ﬁ
2 H : : 2 :
@ t— T — ¥ AS . T T T T A\ v =
5520 5530 5540 $550 5560 5570 5560 5590 $600 5610 5620 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED

1.2

0.8
n

VEL MAG, FPS
q&

0.0

T T T T T L v W T T T 3
5520 $S30 5540 SS50 5560 S570 SSB0 SS90 G600 5610 5620  S630 5640
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED
£ | |
43

S50 $530 S540 SS50 SS60  S570 SS80 SS90  SB00 5610  S620  S630 5640
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD
MAGNITUDE GAGE CM4

BOTTOM

PLATE 37




DIRECTION, DEG N

-160.0 -90.0

DEE N

DIRECTION,

-180.0 -90.0

OIRECTION, DEG N

-160.0 -80.0

180.0

8.0

180.0
1

0.0

0.0

i

186.0

9.0

)

1

L

90.0

0.0

TIDAL VELOCITY

5590
TIME, HOURS

OBSERVED

R

“h

5570 5500 5500 5600 5610 5620 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED

g—-
§
;

et | T AN S S I SRR
53 5540 5550 S560 5570 55800 5500 S600 S610 5620 S830 5840
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

VERIFICATION PERIOD

na

DIRZCTION GAGE CM4

BOTTOM

PLATE 38




o
[T
& o1
&
z .
= N I P : 3 Py
:L - '-1 i -. 1 : N -. : - . é- '. . §V:,' ..
B VR AN | N R =L
o : - i A
bl ¥ T L A 1 - T v L v T v L
5230 SM0 5250 S260 SI70 S0 530 300 5320 SX SI0 S350 5360
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED
~N_
[PR P
531
<y
q’
X2
¢is
o
L130 sM0 S0 5360 50 5380 S0 5300 5310 5320 S0 530  5IC 5360
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED

1.2

0.8
L
—

VEL MAG, FPS
i

0.4

0.0

¥ T \j T A T \J A M f‘ —‘T ¥ —
5330 540 S350 5360 5370 SIB0  SHWO S300 S3II0 5320 SO 5340 SI50 5360
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)
TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD
MAGNITUDE GAGE CM6

SURFACE

PLATE 39




180.0

=zq »
38‘1.
8
g3’
2 :
&2
=%
Q
8 i
) 5260 5270 520 S0 S300 5310 S320 SIIV 5340 53S0 5380
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED
co 87
s
é;‘c’:J
ot
[®]
t2a
S%
Q
8
5230 SM0 63O  §260 570 5200 6M0 300 5330 5320 S0 5340 5350 S0
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED

0.0
1

DIRECTION, DEG N
0.0

~180.0 -90.0

5210 5000 B0 5260  S270

T T T T T 2 T )
60 5300 5310 5320 SXO  SI0 5350 SI6O

TIME, HOURS

r
2380

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY

DIRECTION

CALIBRATION PERIOD
GAGE CM6

SURFACE

PLATE 40




F il
.N_’\ > "
1)
i
[Ta 3N &
&S
™y
&
r
3z
hell
=
(=]
=3 ¢ 4
Y Li I ¥ T T T — T T ]
5230 5240 5750 5270 5300 5310 SJ20 S3W  S340 SIS0 SISO
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED
o~
=1
U o
B3
oy
a:
X
1"
gl 31
<
@ T T T )
©230 5340 S0 5260 5270 5380 S0 5300 5310 5320 5330 S0 5350 5360
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED

~
- )
L
e )
&S
g
r
-
e
o

0.0

. s _ — Er R — '3...,‘
330 5240 SIO 5260 5170 S280 SMO 5300 5310 5320 530
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD

MAGNITUDE GAGE CM6

A T A
5340 5350 5380

BOTTOM

PLATE 41




J

180.0

%.0

1

DIRECTION, DEG N
0.0

it

~100.0 -90.0

§300 5300 5310 5120 SI® 5340 5350 5%
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED
l -
cy
& 3
il |
o ¥
3 1
‘5230 300 50 sko sPo Vsseo sam’ 5 310 5320 XD SMO0 'S 5360
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED
8 s"i
I
5. Ji
=t éi :
€] R
' s%0 &30 SN 5360
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)
TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD
DIRECTION GAGE CMe6
BOTTOM

PLATE 42




[S4 )
&9
) . _
£ i ; F;
- ? ¥ \ .4 P .’.
é =7 i ; . ' “- .
' N o { Vopl
co Ok by i
o - ;f‘, \ P Ii.; : ::& 45 "
P [ ‘ Y ‘ B
M T - T T L T v v T ¥ T —
6520 Ss30 5540 5550 5560 5570 5580 5590 5600 5610 5620 $630 5640
TIME, HOURS
O"SERVED

1.2

vEL MAG, FPS
0.2

0.4
i

0.0

\ T T T T T M A\ T T R
g€ St 5540 $550 5560 5570 5580 5590 SE00 S610 $620 $630 5640
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED

0.8

VEL MAG, FPS

&

0.0

Tss50 5560 5570 ‘ssﬁo 5590 S0 st st e seww
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSLRVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD

MAGNTTUDE GAGE CMé6

—
5620 SS30 5540

SURFACE

PLATE 43




DIRECTION, DEG N

" Ss20 5530 5540  S550  SS60  S570 5580 500 S600 SGI0  S6ID  S630 5640
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED
o
zq
q:ﬂ%
=
=
B
S¥
5520 5530 5540 5550 5560 SE70  SS80 5500 BGO0 5610 5630  S630 5640
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED
g_

A

9.0

TiON, OEG N
0.0

'~
(9

OIRE

180.0 '9?.0

[

\ T T+— —7 T
5530 5530 5540 oesn 5580 5570

A v T L T T 1
5560 5580 5600 S§10 5640 5630 5640

TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID)

TICAL VELOCITY

DIRECTION

VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

VERIFICATION PERIOD
GAGE CM6

SURFACE

PLATE 44




Lo
e
~a
R

Ll
gitthesh ittt e

.DQ
2.8

VEL #9G,
0.4

:’_r"{' e
5520 5530 8540 5550

<.0

< a4
5570 5580
TIME, HOURS

OBSERVED

o~
(valix Y
£ 3
¢
b
-
4 S
=
<
<+ - LA T T T T = v X T
5520 5530 5540 5550 5560 $S70 5580 5500 S800 5610 5620 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED
t
Ry ; i
1
e ) N
£3
& ] 3
x H ;
3% . o
ol i s
> |5",! . RIS
& 2% N SV
o ' 1 1
S

A CoE i3t Bk
T L4 Lo T T
520 5530 5540  SSS0  SS60  SS70  SSAC SS90 560D 5610 SE20 5630 So40
TIME, MOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD

MAGNITUDE GAGE CMe6

BOTTOM

PLATE 45




180.0

5. 1.
=71
o i
8 ,
‘5520 5530 5540 5550 6560 5570 5500 5500 5600 5610 5620 5630  SB40
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED
f’g;_
8 ! ‘1 | .
2 |
= 1 |
8= \ : ’
b vl L
.g_‘ Ve PHI: u' J l ‘u‘ -
5520 5530 ' 5550  Seas Mo ' sido 5500 sSe00  s630  S620
TIME, HOURS
' COMPUTED

L
¥ Tl T

IHC » HOURS
COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD
DIRECTION GAGE CM6
BOTTOM

PLATE 46




1.2

VEL MAB, FPS
0.4 0.9
Jp——

~ e, .‘-.r/

1.2

VEL MAG, FPS
0.8

0.4

0.0

T L AJ v —%
5300 S310 530 SXW SMD 530 S0
TIHE, HOURS

OBSERVED

6230 5S40 S:0 S0 5370

1.2

0.8

0.4

VEL MAG, FPS

0.0

T A ¥ L) L L] L] T —
SI80 S240 S300 S310 S0 ST S340 SIS0 5360

TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED

$230 SMO SBO 5260 S0

TIDAL VELOCITY

MAGNITUDE

g RJ - ¥ A T T nJ T 1
S0 SJO 5300 S0 SI0 SII0 SI0 5350 5380

TINE, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

CALIBRATION PERIOD
GAGE CM7

SURFACE

PLATE 47




g- . Y
=q ’# At
§j§.‘ wi : 4
5_ Ik
g §] o ‘
] | R AR
' 76230 5340 S0 S3e0 5270 $00 SXO 5300 530 S30 &30 SO SIS0 50

TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED

J

180.0

GIRECTION, DEG N
00 W0
.

$,:_
TS 530 5H0  Sk0 530 530 S30 530 510 $30 SN SI0  530  Sk0
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED
z Q : 3 ol ! i 1
ga‘ .l' 4 M7 H l |
2| Hil | - ; LI | AW
s 10 IS " i o
go ill: .} AT
S ¥ N - ] ’ ! i .“Jﬁ
I FREI B
§J ’ I ’ ‘i.i T i .: !Lr -
5210 540 S3B0 5260 6270 €380 S350 5300 5310 5320 3 SMO SIS0 5360

TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD
DIRECTION GAGE CM7

SURFACE

PLATE 48




1.2

v o
& 81 {
iy H
% i
8] !
vt ¢ :
o ; ; i s s EP
g ¥ "jl: e’ g " i ; 2 i i
— v +— T v Y ¥ T —y— T T Y )
5230 SMO0 S2S0 S260 SJ70 SI80 S50 S0 SIS SXI0 S340 5350 5360
TINE, HOURS
OBSERVED
N
Vo
£3
-
g1
<
had — v L) v v ¥ v Ly T v ¥ L T T
5330 S0 S0 5260 S270 S290 S290 S300 S310 S330 SIW 5340 S350 5360
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED
N
H
LY i
£ 31 ;
R A F K
’ i s
g i Loy it
d ;_< . . ::~
> , il H
1 (R N ‘ P i
Y R 3 . i
3 _i. A v v i T W El
< ~ Y +— T \ O Y T T A Y )
S330 S0 SIS0 5260 570 S0 SO S300 S3I0 S30 S3W 5340 SIS0 5380

TIDAL VELOCITY

MAGNITUDE

TINE, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

CALIBRATION PERIOD
GAGE CM7

BOTTOM

PLATE 49




180.0

. i i t'.?":> 5 s
zq|: -~ i KN i l
2% : P o H
pS LI I I R il
g3 L] R
&3 ¢ . ot A REY O
s¥l B g Pk,

5 E
g i
‘5730 saw0 &0 5280 5370 S0 S0  S30 5110 530 53 SO 5W0 5360
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED
zq
¢ 8
(7]
o
g3
S¥]
i Ty o s 0 300 saed S300 $310 sio SXW 5360
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED
g

0.0

OIRECTION, DEG N
0.0

-160.0 -90.0

5300 310 $30 SIW MO
TIMC, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD

DIRECTION GAGE CM7

BOTTOM

PLATE 50




1.2

D‘.l

0.4

VEL MAB, FPS

0.0

I i‘t{@*\{,fﬁ

5520

3830 5540 S560 5570  SSA0 5590 S600  S610 5620 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED

R
U«
& o
7y
a
r
3 -
=
]
s T T T T v T T T T T J
§520 5530 5540 5550 S$S60 S570 5580 5580 $600 5610 5620 $630 5640
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED
™.
o
g 3+ i
13 3y ' N H
1% . . H b ::i_ ¢ i
R Y TWA | It ALY 1 A T 1 ,
2"'1-‘.' QR - ""' L [ y ’
LA T geh, N LA N
e —T — T ° M Y — T v LREaa
5520 S530 5540 5550 5560 5570 5580 SS60 S600 5610 S620 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY

MAGNITUDE

VERIFICATION PERIOD
GAGE CM7

SURFACE

PLATE 51




OIRECTION, OEG N
0.0

LI

5520 $530

~180.6 -90.0

OBSERVED
-
gz
2
s ¥
g
5520 5530 5540 §560 6860 S0 5500 5500 SAOC 810 5630  S630 5640
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED
g 3 H
S¥1
' 5520 ss30 sS40 5560  $570 SS60 §500 §600 5610 5830  S630 5640
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)
TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD
DIRECTION GAGE CM7

SURFACE

PLATE 52




N
U -
& Q._ £ @
ey . . ;
o & ik : i
b = 3 BV N i
-] & g i ;
ER P
] L
Q g R 4 Y £ "L_
had T i M T T L! LJ L T '..ﬁ LA .“‘
§530 5530 5540 5550 SS60 5570 5580 S50 S600 5610 5620 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS
OBSERVED
~N
N o
£3
o
<
b =
-
o S
D=
a
i LA L] T T v T T T L Ll LJ al
5520 5530 5540 5550 SS60 S570 SSB0 SS90 S600 5610 5620 S630 5640
TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED
~
U o
=
41" R Hi i I b F o
=2 IR T TR S 4y
> H K3 L2 R
. \ i
o " x H b ¥ %
o i REE > 7
¥ T T v LI 1 T L L T Il
S50 5530 5540 5550 SS60 5570 SS5B0 5590  S600  S6I0  S620 5630  S640

TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)

TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD
MAGNITUDE GAGE CM7

BOTTOM

PLATE 53




5530 5530 5540 5550 5560 5570 5580 5§90 5600 5610 5620 5630  SE0
TIME, HOURS

OBSERVED

160.0

0.0
1 )

DIRECT!ON, DEG N
0.0

1

-Im.o -90.0
=
=

) - !.MH tli

5520 5630 6540 5560 $600 56100 5630 9630 %640

TIME, HOURS
COMPUTED

180.0

-~ —
Y-

i1 ||
5 WL W W S |
il LI
€ ' |

5680 90 5600  S&1d' 5630 9530 0
TIME, HOURS

COMPUTED (SOLID) VS OBSERVED (DOTTED)
TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD

DIRECTION GAGE CM7

BOTTOM

PLATE 54




seve Y » vy
“ee o w W

AL B

D

MLt S 4 o \AI/

Aosssssessasad b ) v

AdeEN W WY
99 @ 9

LRI o

0

Daosiasass s p 4 o™

ascssssasasss d p y N

dqua Y v ¢V
eeq - O
‘e e & -

5}

[ T OVIVIVRr PR

add ) g v

CALIBRATION PERIOD
PEAK FLOOD

BOTTOM

sk Pacascesvenvy v 4 PV AobI[F ossaansasst ? y jy « 2sbi(Ponssasassaa s p o~
SbhaoaecsasdPV
[ovs s & R Qv‘\t. Yy Pawrs # 9 s
PP racuvererwvrnd b b 4 3 4 Prhssaaaessscnssbay, 4 v
] PP Ascesvecscvvesar) b > ]
DT v b b o v o YY? aqavensassdany ) Y ¢ & o b oy ov
caprvmeendd Y 4 v‘ AU PPpasssagr b Yy v v ool u ’
:-8345.‘ a 23T amss gy b By v ¢ 4 VyTery L
f/'/ - WNhsosy 4 {4—/0 »v!
Al -y I
' ¥, 1 _ (9 33 L
Ty =g z =TT
— -
y 'WIEY: Y
1 O i gy TSR A a T
4 v i % [P 734443 i NI
- .Nnm kA0 : < Mm it =3 { m* Pratill
oo S I [ pACSES v Wl mw s Y v o X - l...»‘...ﬂfwwu
LR 4 233 5 ; oW
Alsiippppidbo b b A R asdsniatiny - v [ R
M niits s san 2 abmn¥31222 0 il RERE
Hilmrmyergrs s v v D PYYree P 132 LR T | .3-""'1.3 M e
Hibvmwes Sy vy v v % Wivvowe? BT 2 2 50 = ot vty 3N
1 svnesdany v vy Pabbsvwmmnee?TRY 0 0 9y PAbbovvmrve? M P 0 4 2w
4WMnpve ey v v LU SN AR AR T ISCCrePN TS ey ) )
O NN IZEX Y SaM ML T Y ¢ e e ACees M ’
Mt ’ P 3% 14 p? gy b P e
ey M I prg ttcivdecc sy 1 S RN e A X
ol (G nrn ' h 'v!’«.v!cvﬁn tee v hom gssemssiadgurs ¢ 7
St 1) pwereemar . ¥, « 4 b teeasasss L O 1
[eashttonte o N S M (N n.
”””" vnlllll.lo\fol'v—— alllclllﬁp’.—
" . \*teannsans
VRN e M ' by PP pyperr by J’ LI N
\ ‘::ﬁ” ." 'y ol LI
vru ‘_Wn ih-” 14 v.ev‘v [ B Y
=% =Z=iilll |1 =1 ]
N .“- ‘ *
&% L3 YRR RS
""”” e, et oA R L) TATERXS
fassbravses b b by [SY R LY

——> 1 FT/SEC

CIRCULATION PATTERNS

PLATE 55



vl s ¥ 22
vevevr v ¢ 92
.m‘q s S
vorevevvrve e ¥ 4 \!
torvrovervece e 4 4 44

1eaDheseerveeaa s ¢ 4

S anaas 718 VYL
S ygrvvvvessere ¢ d 4

e e & -
A" - & =

N

\

il 1R
.22.&.&- ps b
Segrarr vy b

\""‘- > SRt hhphbhbb i
M T S S e O CMMItNMAMA

:-t S AITY) v ‘
rf .—-—33-.:“- vt $
- -::lv-::- ot b
abag Mrrgyy g ot ’
N LT 4 .
=gt L 44
134 m vy b
b 3! v
A LTI T S~ Y
-h' ;s“ Vv owy
b e fT8s vy v v
Cn  Raaeeetidy o vy
v
& )b vy
N” Mt ERE R
] bbb & w wv

SURFACE

.|
yreov o 7 IR
yoor o 7 &N
veoo v 7 Aa

0

ero v A \0
pevosorvevvrrr v ¢ 4o
eaq[Jpoverrrrev e ¢ |1 o

Drecevs]| g4
AWaascassasasanp e b [V o 4

it (Jessssssarsssstnpt (R}

4 (VYY) s 1€
st 1 44 50
) wa». oA
i ST
» MI '«
- v
4 -*

- >
Dasssrversll T XY e
egvonittyy o vvr (R
Leowontthrg gV vs 4 g4
dagAtiteyy (B 20 4 0y

va b g
"e 4
1ol s by
- 2.5««22: s " "v
044" ¢y " .
.ﬂ_.ﬁm. <»uu«
4% wm ”\!\I‘

L1002 LITTIN

MM r e, oo
\“ LI BN |

T ! [
Srinnm ﬁu wv » MM
S E:

V" Laauelprey

\ JueegF v P P Y
i A AL
Py P vy

MID-DEPTH

yosr s o ve

-

vor v ¢ wo

yYbo ¥ ¥V Fa
D 4

rov v

vrr ¢ ga

vov§rarssssnrer v ¢ o

Daere o,

pLL S Y VVVVVISTYYYY N | ve
[a LAY T VYV VPR YT N ) vy

4 WA vy
ady ¢ v
ad ww: oot
s frs
(v‘ M'

133
Say bl fotasnnsety [
v 1y 19 y o »
el tigg¥ '> ¢ >
LA P frverteitygyq1 V> ¢ v
S §‘4A44¢<-¢ fy ¢ »o
1% -:-4¢¢44<¢<4< Ye 4 v
::::1.:. t¢eavt
el L AR 3
peag ﬂ“.«m::: ...»- uu

[}
-
..memw Vo>l
AL TV [N
ALLLLTT VP ) —*ew v ¢
Sl IS A
- ¢ T
vy

Aiiil

WiF vy v
Prve oo
rev v v

BOTTOM

CIRCULATION PATTERNS

CALIBRATION PERIOD

PEAK EBB

—> 1 FT/SEC

PLATE 56




sabas
LY
OPPPPOALD &

:.:2»:0 X

PAALLALL LU CY RN

(2 AL S VPR
VYT P aslRIINITY, 4y 1
Fetepartacatite, ¢,

v

WO NG .. o

PR I EREREELLL AL A N A N A g e U
CADAMIL Y b 4 P d 4 vV > B e S AsaaMAMAAMLAAAL & &

- = a

SURFACE

GATZE L L L PR
o JITOwadaaetattit ., )

.fn”».:!t%:: !

YT PY)

| I ]

o000 ey b A
HIPPPAsD 5w b )

bl 423400’04 v 4y

AALLLL U TV R

"nnmtR., .,

vs:‘:q_uvzn P |

ant

ps 10wy v
P M8 V94w P

{

¢

‘aq

<
deaearTry ! e
>.§4<-<4o Y
::-v::co »h
st U S
PR it I XY
VI sy wetvry gl 4

vvion“ N

Syvstditdias 5 1
“sastassdsnae 4 ¢ 4

TP0rpsvpssaanh & ¢
LA T UIT 7Y Y LY

C Qddoidd ¢ ¢ v P VIV I T > & b b bELMMIAnthAAALS S & b & &
T AOBMGL S b 4 4VEC I 4 v B & eerMRLALALAAL S & & & » A&

IWEY XA A Y2 4l K X X N d

TH

MID-DE

~ .:22:0. Cy o

LI LT T PP R ¢

A1 AL LLALL LT L W AP AP )

(L AMMLILL ) A A LT ARY P}
AL LI TLE LT 4
[ A0 i LITTTTITI YY) P}
‘4

T S AANNNITIITIRRI LS

4§ LA SISt &

Sortaadanyg graltiiTrIrTIIIN /Ty v =

LY
v
L 4
v
Lé
M
141
v L4
wii
[
s8¢0
Yo d ¢
¢ 4 ¢
e s v
4 SR X
s »
LY “W'
vi 4 »
ev g P
W T AL TR
RAITILLYY PRI R ]
ewegde Y Y Ve
M.mm4
L] <4~
ey v vy
Py oy vy

BOTTOM

CIRCULATION PATTERNS

CALIBRATION PERIOD

SLACK WATER

—> 1 FT/SEC

PLATE 57




Rnccvp [
ewr v ¥ VD
abassaqy v @ VY

o]

N PPoMscasay y 4 W ¥
PorroPIPPsaand 4 o 4 b

LA LTINS W

brvroemryra b s
pravosrmmreacanny, 4 L 4 d
& (VS oppperatan, 4 ¢

-~
-
-

-
e

[LLITINSIV Y
Abbuvevernyy
4 'vt.;vv

TN T N IW”I’mvs

PR L AP g TN Yy

T T~ ”_q-" Y A AV 2

SURFACE

3

4yvn b b b B
vevy v ¥ VY
PMIISAggy v = W Y

0

PIPPrMasagy o b @ ®

POPIOPPPIIIAYLL 4 S w| b

W Jorrerbprayd 4 0 f4
vrverrrere(prrs é
PV PPPYITITIQateqd 4
o (PIvsetannctdee
]

LY

LY
LY

aqeda §

»
»
-
-
-
- .-

.q v
.:——vvlclqn "“1
[TYTHE@w A DY
Mbsvewresrr TP 2 v
LIy 22
P ISy w A
40 vvveyve
::«31.-: “,

il

- > esesee > >

v-v1-3v: [£3
M

ﬁ

T s s d € TRV ¢ & ¢ ¢ PTIIIIVRITIREIVIRYY & o &

v vUeveyoy v ¥ ".\\Q"""'

L4
Cevrwvr ey ¢ € Coagat? ¢ ¥ U TV OOUIITISSIRITIRIRYVY & 4 4

cvvm'v"r—‘

MID-DEPTH

E X

PreTvITTy e e, 4 ¢
MMM ITE TR
je ALAALLL AL S TR L RO

v
4 WA, ¢ vy
a1 Y ¢ ¢,
Uil 2 Aaaaon 4- “4
:: v»A M 44
ol A» -
s
- It
=l
as
-»?\ :m
.\w,
e :
P R S it 34
™ "
.En: Widss v s 3
0050 ATMVpgq T ay § v @
::«&:«: Voay vea
MivwwPresp¥P P a v w o
1 ryywwwed? TR P 6 « v @
s sveweed? Ty » « v y
L e IR A ¥ ]
rv!t dasbvvemy e Y 4 4 uu
454 yvvvwrn -
-!lllcd«oﬁ .-¢ € 04
AVRITIRRRY Y4 b b 3 y
l’.‘v‘ v vae
Yorrnsssasangs N P Y v e
AT D A )
v < ::: by
» o] WU b v pw
Rodrey 3
W W w‘
v
\ [
[ 3
vy -u

v"vtmd - e

L TV TR RN

PIOY #rbrag s o

rre(preeecy

el

vwo sy

20

-
e . ”

*
v

BOTTOM

CIRCULATION PATTERNS

VERIFICATION PERIOD

PEAK FLOOD

—> 1 FT/SEC

PLATE 58




1""‘!\ »A
vrve 4 X 2}
vevp d N A I
Dot sy

v
}A-‘ \ 4 !
.:.Gf:; .
v&.‘}oz.? l

4
AL —:‘iq-‘. \
v ?2«;\.‘ » w ¢

it

{

'
'
/
/
y
_

*

v

o
-

" o
fiezridiiads
.Mqﬂ.::n- (%)
blegatiagq e i b
LTI
40004402 Mg ¥
TLITYYN p.....
ety hreg,
(IS I TT

4 )
: =R )
.vwiwi vt 2]
hd VNS Y Y O T RN ]
-W ;“ by
v LA TR NY

Se~amam YOOAPT 1] Ty

== m w
R
“y b b

\wooooo

f"””

SURFACE

\!'hil\ r L)
vore ¥ Y oh

von 1 7 wa

O

PrE R A
.}S;Ags !, ¢
o v o f 4, e

bppoastaatien ¢ fieoae

46.1&5‘":\« ‘4

[ 4

»

[ 4

-

-
- -
wane e
-

T SAAAL S & A A 4LLMMMMAMAAMAAAG Y N\ &

{

PR D Ll L e aa e L 1Y

«“

Ul L L DY

v v rrreenaad
evvwd| fqevomeanddqyy ) b
eeved| pidowriAtegy ) b
Seonw ANy vy b
[TV Y
-:v‘:-q:q o)
adhhy, Mrrgy g F 20
L SULUTT
(IS LTI

S

N
L g

f
|

v vvTvoUeww W o
. vyt - a4 b

. W Tvwe 4 & p

-DEPTH

MID

erpo s 7 e
vovr T ¥ oo
ope ¥ 7 oo
'D!A\ v e
S a4 € 5 aly
AN L6 T po

Passttt 1 by vl e e

VEY, 114 teenaca ¢ ve
f (Jraeaadsatssananqse v it v v
R
“ o
! o
-~ b >
ti:
£ mm
i ; . vm
> &b
- a
) AN
14 PR
L L AR
LI A “4
AT AT
d * ATyt v Y
(Arevg 4 v VTYYY vva ¢
=dhgtmtlir g ¢ Ts
i gﬂ.mw *-T>aa
Misaai LT -a
* UMM S 77 g g 4
(B fcu Pry vy
4%y v v ¢
S w— veddy y ¢ ¢
} G500 ’-“~
SNV EER]
ok Yrrv vy
> Yrey vy

BOTTOM

CIRCULATION PATTERNS

VERIFICATION PERIOD

PEAK EBB

—> 1 FT/SEC

PLATE 59




i

sdasw v VD
cdtea s Vv ¥
WLTPER R

d .t

ew s P o
Posssssssanaey ) s & ¢ b
2o rossvsaant b 4 O I 4
worsasessrmrt(yayst | W 4 4
DYt assasassssrrsrsp b [ F 44
(FVPasscaceserisags b o |4 4 ¢

A 35\:.» 44

WAL

it

ng
Bpsvmvenry s « v
[ e i A

G i I

M el i di A XS

Ol i Al A
’Ouvvviﬁ_

l

>
P
S hagwwwr e v va iyl

AT

4 POPNO Y vV V PEeran AP Y YV CrY
CIOPNIO Y ¥V V VrvVEFAaAS YV POV
COICINNG ¢ ¢ VP VIITaqaT VY

4 4 Qe v v v mnesad

SURFACE

PossIIssssaaey ) o & 4| b

P Freeressons b, ¢ 4

L L LIS AN PR
DY pacscossodTVIYY 4 4 ¥ e«
[RVPoacanassVtNs 4 b o 4 ¢ ¢
K OO KRN
Y RN Y
P, )AQVAv»
Thosay
m& 5 04“
‘ n .\l .w w
3 vmxﬁ w Hy
. 1
B i
=3 et bl
,pn_mdv,¥«.{w«
b &S dhpadas
P SR Arﬁ TEIITY
! ey
Nl ISR
Adsdaianry HEEERS
LTI 12 AR L 2
S ) R R IR
(TN dal AR o ]
P\ Shhpapuetrtp Y v 4 4 4
§ FFA I ta ¢ 04
RS I A
; IYese
= A i AR
44 b by
by
L ove
[
»
vv
il
a 4
4 ad
o eabd

MID-DEPTH

Saquy b b
MMesew v ¥ H
PIVIdsaa e v VS

0

PPIPPosanct b 4 v B

POIPIIIIISIAGy & A (]
OTV(Jrevrsrragpaa ¥ ¢
20000000V 14N Y| o v

PP PoassssstrITIIIN , 4 ¢ (A4
IV rrasssrrtTVeIG , 4 0 v e

N v e el L. KXY
b da
>
1 —y
—i
ST |
— -
| s
oy L]
A st e
os Vay @t
Y v+ aa’
AN LIS S aedd] AR R
2 NTIVIVSO M A IR
2 PILTTIVIRCE LU0] YR 2R 44
A L L IR A L
Y S: £ st Lt TP A
vﬂﬂinulﬂ v &F
ve 2
a Yy
LI )
[ K
(K]
[ R}
v vy

BOTTOM

CIRCULATION FATTERNS

VERIFICATION PERIOD

SLACK WATER

—> 1 FT/SEC

PLATE 60




4.0

ELEVATION, FTIMLLKW)
2.0

a.0

-2.0

8.0

0.0
s

1.0
.

ELEVATION, FT(MLLK)
2.0

0.0
1

-4

TIME, HR

GAGE TC1

T T Y T Y T Y T T y T J
5230 230 5250 s3s0 8370 5380 5390 3300 $310 5220 0 5390 5350 5360

8.0
)

1.0 0
L .

ELEVATION, FTIMLLW)
2.0

i

0.0

TIME, HR

GAGE TC3

—T Y T Y T Y T T T T r T 1
5230 S0 2350 $280 5370 5280 SS90 S300 5310 3320 0 5340 3350 3360

i

TIDAL ELEVATIONS

PILAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

5230 9‘0 !EO !Zld !210 52.0

'I'IHE. HR

GAGE TCS

!Slﬂ suo =33 !!0 sasn s:o

CALIBRATION PERIOD

PLATE 61




o
=3
@
=1
3 <
£
A
=2
£ 3
3
o
=3
!
-
N kS LA LA T T T 12 —r
1 . s
$330 S0 S50 S380 3370 3380 5390 S300 3310 3320 5330 330 5350 3380

TIME, HR
. GAGE TC14
g,
g
E

0.8

i

S3a 5340 3350 5380 3370 5380 5390 3300 5310 S0 SXI 330 530 5360
TIME, HR

GAGE TC17

-2.0

TIDAL ELEVATIONS CALIBRATION PERIOD

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 62




8.0
¥\

4.0
1

2.0
n

ELEVATION, FTIMULN)

0.0
X

3.0

520 3330 5540 3530 5340

8.0
1

6.
-y

4.0
b

2.0
N

ELEVATION, FT(MLLKW)

T T 7 T T
5360 5380 3800 s830 3820 %630

TIME, HR

GAGE TC1

T
3570

T T T T
5520 sSJ0 S%40 5550 5580

T T T T T T )
3580 5580 5800 5810 sa2q 5830 s8¢0

TIME, HR

GAGE TC3

T
5570

™ T 3 T
5520 %530 5540 S550 5580

TIDAL ELEVATIONS

T T T T T T 1
5570 S580 5590 5800 ssi0 $620 $830 5640

TIME, HR

GAGE TCS

VERIFICATION PERIOD

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 63




t.0
1

8.0
1

4.0

ELEVATION, FT(HLLK)
i

0.0
n

MY

I T T T T ™ T T T T ™ ~
5530 SS30 5540 5550 5560 5570 5580 5390 s890 $810 s620 3830 5840

TIME, HR

GAGE TC1l4

-2.0

.0
A

ELEVATION, FT(MLLN)
3.3

2.0

T T —T Y T T T T Y T ~——y
5520 %530 $540 $55¢ 5360 5570 4580 s590 800 se10 3620 say0 5840
TIME, HR

GAGE TC17

TIDAL ELEVATIONS VERIFICATION PERIOD

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 64




1.2

VEL MAB, FPS
0.4 0.8

0.0

5230 S240 5250 5260 S270 S280 S230 S300 5310 S3a0 330 S340 8350 5360
TIME, HOURS

SURFACE

VEL MAG, FPS
2.8

a.¢
N

0.0
i

5230 540 S50 5260 5370 S280 SX0 5300 S310 S320 5330 5340 5350 S360

TIME, HOURS

MID-DEPTH

1.2

g"
g3
Z~5230 S240 sx: $260 70 D ' 5300 SJJD $320 S330 5340 535. S360
TIME, HOURS
BOTTOM
TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD
MAGNITUDE GAGE C1

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 65




160.0

: 1
i
zq l i . i
88- | i | "
= i it 4l
g3 e 11 .
p=t HA i &
X} Il i i Hlg i
T i . B H
Sol 0 (BN W IR | A&l
ao ! 4 8 : x | Hi Hi
o é ) ’ i H H F % S,
g ‘ i !
T T T L 1 T T T \J \J Ej hi - ¥ 1 L\
§23p SM0 520 5260 527 6280 S290 5300 5310 5320 S330  S30  5350 5380
TIME, HOURS
SURFACE
o
S-
zQ i : u
% R 1 i it 2
o { i : { ‘%
. it ! [t i i
= 2] Ii4 ! gr | I L E
e : i ! i I
o e i i : i IR
] i H : it HEH HE'®
€3 HHL ’ SR :
H AR I H s LA ‘EMt; 3t
3 i ;is l T ; H
i ‘ ’ H 3
0 T i -t ——7— T T g T 1
5230 5240 550 536C 5370 5280 S50 5300 5310 5320 630 S30 5350 5360

TIME, HOURS
MID-DEPTH

()
g-
i

zQ H ! i

? | ' : | P
o3 H ] 1 l~
(9] 1] 3 . 3
a 411 : KiE !
=z il | |
S =7 w | ! f i
= i Bl ; it i
Seo {: 8 ! | :
= g » I ;3 s : |
of ‘ Hl: & ’

g i

-

ey L T4 1
S3J0 S0 SIS0 5360 5370

TIDAL VELOCITY

DIRECTION

™ T T T T T 1 Y Y
5300 S0 S300 S5310° .E&ZO 5330 5340 S350 5360

TIME, HOURS
BOTTOM

CALIBRATION PERIOD

GAGE C1

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 66




1.2

VEL MAG, FPS
0|.8

0.4
1

= T : T L T T r T - T - .r ~ T d f - T )
6230 S240 SXS0  S260 S0 S38D S290  S300 S0 S320  S330 S340 S350 5360
TIME, HOURS

SURFACE
(S Y
£3-
Iy
l,x:: H 3
é:;‘ g i Bl H . ;
e LM ; %kll gl : 1
.;' T | : R YR |
px (il | ; : o LA LU A A AL | 6 AR L
SJI0 5240 SX0 5360 570 580 S0 5300 5310 5320 5330 5340 S350 53850
TIME, HOURS
MID-DEPTH
% R | i 1
‘;J“:'“ : I . SH) ; ,lé.
ik i LA LRI ."-,
2 : T : i’ i1 "- 1 i1 ‘HY ¥ E'
5230 SM0 SX50 5360 5270 SI80 S0 5300 5310 5320 330 S0 53S0 SI60
TIME, HOURS
BOTTOM
TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD
MAGNITUDE GAGE C2

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 67




180.0

: i i

z9 | I i ;
88-4 : ] ; d: i I !_
) * g! , HHE :
== HIHR: ‘ it '& |
S e : ;
8 £
& 3 : i -
o7 H g i

9 : i {

8 i ef

* L)

T T T L T A T T Y T T —
5230 540 520 5250 5270 ‘5200 S50 530D 5310 5320 SX30 5340 S350 S360
TIME, HOURS

SURFACE

180.0

N
0

6
90.
1

0.0
n

L

OIRECTION, DE

-180.0 -§0.0

|
|
|
i

J ﬁ ; &
5230 540 520 5160 5270 'S80 S0 5300 5310 | 5320 5330
TIME, HOURS

MID-DEPTH

|
|
|
340 5350 5360

5

[—)
g:_
: H -y ‘
=zQ ! i : l
w 3 i : : i
& a1 1l i q }
e tH [ : 14 . 9 %l
~ H & 3 < I8
% ‘;- i l . 3 . 11 il BT
— { ki f i3 : 3
S i : i :
o i : H F
X S 3 : i ; 3
I=h¢ : f H g
o X 8 H 2
8 i L i ;
T T 1 T L9 T - $ S -
5330 sMo  SHAD 5250 T Sa70 '%zea  so  S30 5310 5320 " 5T 940 SIS0 5360

TIME, HOURS
BOTTOM

TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD

DIRECTION GAGE C2
PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 68




1.2

S730 5240 S%0 5280

TIDAL VELOCITY

MAGNITUDE
PLAN (SOLID) VS

Do
& S
%)
[+ o4
p =
i
W o
>
o
s ! 6 i
A T ¥ T T ~ 1 T T ¥ T ¥ T t
5230 S40 S50 5260 5370 S2BO0  S290 5300 S310 S320 S330 5340 53S0 5380
TIME, HOURS
SURFACE
o~
L= ; .
& o i :
<
=
S s
0 o
>
pr: Y i ] T ! ik
< T T T T U 4+ T T T - T — -
5230 S240 5250 5260 5270 S280 S5290 $300 5310 5320 S330 5340 S350 S360
TIME, HOURS
MID-DEPTH
~
=1
I
&Eo
7Y
[ew}
b =
3
o
>
Q 3 % : R
o Y — Y — T T T 1
5270 G280 5290 5300 S0 S320 5330 5340 5350 5360

TIME, HOURS
BOTTOM

CALIBRATION PERIOD

GAGE C3
EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 69




180.0

0.0
1

DIRECTION, DEG N
0.0

-180.0 -50.0

T T v A A T nJ — T —
5260 5290 5300 S310 5320 SI0  S30 SIS0 5360
TIME, HOURS

SURFACE

Y
§370

180.0

o K1 H ¥ i i
(] : : : l
e : ; :
o : :
S <1 L ?
g : P Y
= AN e : sl
o S ! I A || 2
of? 1 H L' H
< M ‘ HLIH 1 itd
' vipe Bl B s308—Sd1g R BT SR o3t saso

TIME, HOURS
MID-DEPTH

160.0
)

90.0
I

Gter,

DIRECTION, DEG N
0.0

¥ Vooso “ 5260 5270 528D 5290 53007 5310 5120 533D Y340 53S0 5380
TIME, HOURS

BOTTOM

TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD

DIRECTION GAGE C3
PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 70




1.2

0.t
L

VEL MAG, FPS

0.4
1

o
b " AS A S AJ \ v T T ¥ T T T L
5230 5240 5250 5260 S270 5280 S0 5300 5310 5320 SO 530 S350 5360
TIME, HOURS
SURFACE

1.2

]
£ 3
-
[a:]
[ = sy
L i
g I
D o T
= _ “‘
ili . .
< v
bl T T

T A v T L T T T T T L
5230 S40 SX0 5260 5270 S80 S200 5300 SN0 5320 S330 5340 S350 5360
TIME, HOURS

MID-DEPTH

0.8 1.2
1

VEL MAG, FPS
01.4

0.0

i S T ¥ T T M LU LJ T 1
5230 5M0 S350 5260 5270 65280 S290 5300 S310 5320 S3IIV 5340 5350 5360
TIME, HOURS

BOTTOM

TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD

MAGNITUDE GAGE C4
PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 71




180.0

.
s J
zq
o 87
LJ
o
= < |
90
=
[&]
Jo
=
[=%d
<
g :
" 52310 590 STO 5360 S0  Sa80 S0 5300 53i0 5320 WM
TIME, HOURS
SURFACE

180.0

%€0.0
) )

NIRECTICON, OEG N
0.0

g v .
" 5230 5l 5270 ! 5280 “s2a0 | 5300 5310
TIME, HOURS
MID-DEPTH
=
§~.
za f l‘l '
o 87 i
Lad H B
=< | ) i
z3 . :
= | ;
Q : X ! .
o l . :
x5 : :
of Y : "
= il b '
gﬂ - *lL . 3 n%ul fr iT
5230 5340 sPo 5280 s3b0 5310 5320 530
TIME, HOURS
BOTTOM

a

—r n —
€340 5350 S360

5360

1
S360

TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD

DIRECTION GAGE C4
PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 72




Rl
[ -
& 3
g
. s
W o
>
o
S
| T T T T T ¥ T T T T T R
5230 S240 S50 S260 S270 5260 5290 5300 5310 5320 5330 5340 5350 S360
TIME, HOURS
SURFACE
~
[l -]
& 31
-
(4]
[+ t H
= 3 it
d ; 9 23
=]
=] H H
< . % H
T T T T T T T T T T T L 1
5230 5240 S50 5260 5270 S280 290 300 5310 320 5330 $340 5350 S$360
TIME, HOURS
MID-DEPTH
N_
Do
£ 3
¢
@
e |
i Rt iE
Wl o iR
>
(=)
=g ALo i \ : Ty
T Y Y T T T T T T T T T 4
5230 S240 5250 S$260 270 5480 S290 5300 §310 5320 S330 5340 5350 5360
TIME, HOURS
BOTTOM

TIDAL VELOCITY

MAGNITUDE

CALIBRATION PERIOD

GAGE C5

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 73




J

180.0

zq
o 871
[#% ]
fas
=<
O o
[
[~
= 3]
a?
<
8
1 i L T i T T 1 L Al \J i v 1
SZ33 S40 5250 S0 5370 S280 5290 S300 65310 5320 G330 S340 530 5360
TIME, HOURS
SURFACE
=]
=
*19
= Q
5 87
(%% )
o
g3
5
e
547
Y
g :
AT Y T 0 e T "y T -7
52 S240 520 %360 5370 80 S0 5300 5310 5320 SIS0 530 5360
TIME, HOURS
MID-DEPTH
2
8-
zQ
w 871
(%]
oQ
23
et
o
o
x S
o
e
8
1

5230 540 54

TIDAL VELOCITY

DIRECTION

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

5460 5470

i . v —
o 5300 5310 5350 5360

TIME, HOURS
BOTTOM

CALIBRATION PERIOD

GAGE C5

PLATE 74




0.8 1.2
i

L

VEL MAG, FFS

0.4

0.0

5230 5240 5250 5260 sam 5280 szn 5300 S310 s320 ST sun S350 5360
TIME, HOURS

SURFACE

1.2

1

0.8

0.¢

A

VEL MAG, FPS

0.0

$210 5240 S%0 5360 s:m szsu 5290 $300. S310 5320 S330 s:uo S350 5360
TIME, HOURS

MID-DEPTH

1.2

0.8
P

VEL MAG, FPS

0.4
i

5230 5240 szso 5280 sz7u szao s20 5300 5310 5320 ¥ 5340 s:su 5360
TinME, HOURS

BOTTOM

TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD

MAGNITUDE GAGE C1l0
PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 75




(‘; 8’“ A : HH: ] : '
8 H H a .
gg“ 5 v g . : ::ng-_, !
= LrEl VIEY B -
[} VEL A : : b li R
22 i . : : 4
=7 ‘ p i q8 ] R
Q i R ' H :
30 g1 i i LL
S0 5240 Jed s2o0 530" 5310 3 3 s360
TIME, HOURS
SURFACE

180.0

J

2.0
1

DIRECTION, DEG N
8.0
i 1

-180.0 -80.0
4

i

5230 5240 520’ 5260 5270 5290 5300" 5310 $320 S
TIME, HOURS

MID-DEPTH

5360

0.0

DIRECTION, OE

~180.0 -90.0

5330 S34Q S$350 5360

" TIME, HOURS

BOTTOM

TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD

DIRECTION GAGE C10
PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE

76




1.2

0.8
1

0.4

VEL MAG, FPS

gt L A e et P S

&K -’:’ T T L T T T L T L T T 1
$230 5240 5350 5260 5370 S280 5200 5300 5310 5320 S330 5340 5350 5360
TIME, HOURS

0.0

SURFACE

a_
]
£ 2
%Y
<
b =4
I
W o
>

. e it S T .,.y""éf'«‘c"‘
3 D L PR A Al el i N S
J 1

T ¥ v i T ¥ Y T T T 1
5230 SM0 SX0 5260 5270 580 5290 5300 5310 5320 S3I3V 5340 5350 5360
TIME, HOURS

MID-DEPTH

o~

-
UV o
£ 3-
7y
a
b =

-
o S
>

i RO : & A =, AL
o o N - S : e .
o | i sode ~ - >
\J L T T T L \J \ LS AJ i\ Y A
6230 S240 S50 5260 5370 S280 G290 5300 S310 5320 S330 S340 5350 5360

TIME, HOURS
BOTTOM

TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD

MAGNITUDE GAGE Cl12
PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 77




160.0

J

]
0.0 0.0
1

1

DIRECTION, DE

-180.0 -80.0

—

4

v ¥ LA MR T 1 T T T T \ L)
S50 5260 5270 5260 S290 5300 5310 5320 SII0  S340 S350 5360
TIME, HOURS

SURFACE

'
N

160.0

90.0
i 1

0.0

DIRECTION, DEG N

~160.0 -90.0

o —

640 | 5350 5380 'Sa70 580 5290 5300 5310 5320 S¥m 5340 5350 530
TIME, HOURS

MID-DEPTH

vt
~

180.0
)

0.0
1

1

DIRECTION, OEG N
0.0

-180.0 -90.0

4

T T LS T T T AJ 1 ¥ T T 1
5360 5260 5270 5280 SS90 5300 S310 5320 53/ 5340 S350 S3I6Q
TIME, HOURS

BOTTOM

TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD

DIRECTION GAGE C12
PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 78




1.2

i .
5210 5240 550

Do
£ 3
-

(<)
<
p =3
s
[N
o=

Q

o TS

T T 7 T T T T T ) T )
5260 5270 S280 S290 5300 5310 S320 S330 5340 5350 5360
TINME, HOURS

SURFACE

N
—

o

nlSh

-

[4)]

T

x

P

J o

> - =y 5 -
od % hinld

T T lr i T T
5230 S40 SX0 5260 S0 SIBO _SA0 5300 S0 $320  SIO  §340 S350 S0
TIME, HOURS

MID-DEPTH
~N
U o
£ 3
-
[<:]
T
b =y
Q%
L o
>
(=]
<
T T T T —
5320 S330 S340 53S0 5360

5330 SMO SX0 S260 5270 5280 S0 300 5310
TIME, HOURS

BOTTOM
TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD

MAGNITUDE GAGE C1l4
PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 79




160.0

9.0
i

DIRECTION, DEG N
0.0

TIDAL VELOCITY

DIRECTION

=2
o
8
' 5330 5340 5250 5260 5270 S0 §290 5300 S0 5330 530 5340 5350 536D
TIME, HOURS
SURFACE
2
zq
w8
w
[
=2
90
[
3 &
&3 T,
of - =
9
gl
’ A\ M T T L T - S \J LJ T
$230 5340 550 5360 5470 5280 S0 §300 5310 5320 5350
TIME, HOURS
MID-DEPTH
e
g
zq
w8
LJd
[
Z3
—
ga .
=Xkl A
o] "N -
8§
' 5270 5380 ' S390 'S300 5310 320 S0 5340 9%s0 5350
TIME, HOURS
BOTTOM

CALIBRATION PERIOD

GAGE C14

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 80




1.2

0.9

VEL MAG, FPS
0].4

0.0

T T T - T T ; T T T T L 1
5230 5240 G650 5260 5270 5280 S290 5300 S310  S320 S330 5340 SIS0 5360
TIME, HOURS

SURFACE

0.8 1.2
A

VEL MARB, FPS
01.(

qt 1 A 2 ,
T T T T T T — T T \J T —
8230 5240 S0 5260 5270 S280 S290 5300 S310 5320 S330 5340 S350 5360
TIME, HOURS

MID-DEPTH

8.0

1.2

0.8

VEL MAG, FPS

0.4

. R UL

T L T Ll T T T T T T 1 L 1
5230 S0 X0 5260 5270 <280 5230 5300 5310 5320 S330 5340 8350 5360
TIME, HOURS

0.0

BOTTOM

TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD

MAGNITUDE GAGE C18
PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 81




160.0

%.0
L

0.0

DIRECTION, DEG N

-180.0 -90.0

1 2 [ : {
T30 ‘530 sam  Saw 530 Ss3i0! 530 oS3 S3b 530 530
TIME, HOURS

SURFACE

180.0

» DEG N
Qi.O

0.0
1

A

DIRECTION

-180.0 90.0

5300
TIME, HOURS

MID-DEPTH

N
0

]
0.,
1

0.0
L

KIVOYET77 PoPer re2 101010 11 883 vvmtmamres
T

BIRECT{ON, DE

-180.0 -90.0

L

o

. :
5310 9 Wy 4 s180

" TIME, HOURS

BOTTOM

TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD

DIRECTION GAGE C18
PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE




1.2

U @
£3-
o
p
g 5
-
o
5230 5240 520 5260 Sa70 5280 S290 5300 S310 5320 5330 S340 S350 5380
TIME, HOURS
SURFACE
o | s
. :
@ ‘ A i
& S g it
- i I .’§ I X
g i X {] ,_)
g 3- » 18
> g 1
ki
C! [}
5230 5240 S0 5360 5270 5280 SX0  S300 S310 5330 SIO 5310 530 5360
TINME, HOURS
MID-DEPTH
‘\!_' 1
£3
©
&
o o
=
q ' v
2% Sho 520 5360 550 5060 S2® 5300 S0 5320 S0 5340 5350 5360
TIME, HOURS
BOTTOM
TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD
MAGNITUDE GAGE C19

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 83




180.0

zq
o 87 :
tJ .
=
=<
S e i
— i
S :
(=] H
=S
of :
9 L |
8 i
s r , .
' “5230 5240 5270 5280 520 S300° 5310 '5320 b3 5 5350 5360

TIME, HOURS

SURFACE

180.0

90.0
)

iY

DIRECTION, DEG N
18

~180.0 -90.0

o 5290 5300°
TIME, HOURS

MID-DEPTH

180.0

J

0.0
1

DIRECT(ON, OEG N
0

g_
814 | |
6230 5240 S380 by s d¥ siso  s360
TIME, HOURS
BOTTOM
TIDAL VELOCITY CALIBRATION PERIOD
DIRECTION GAGE C19

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 84




1.2

0.8
1

VEL MAG, FPS
0.4

Ul

S i, Al il LA L Y/
5520 5530 5S40 6550 5580 55‘7; SSYBO 5550 SEUT SS‘!D 5620 SSED 55140
TIME, HOURS
SURFACE
V) o
£ 3
)
™
o S : ! ,
> ) ‘ AR ;o . 'ilil::-' R 1
H 4 i 3 I S H ) R A
AAARARRIERHARHAIA L AL SRE - A i > e T i AR
Kl ML .v""l-‘ .l ! | .-.' y N ,‘! i /]
g_ MYV T, ‘ﬂ““ F : mhuuu'uwl_di mm o - ?r' l b 'i
5520 SS30 5540 550 5560 S570 5580 5530 5600 S610 S620 5630 S640
TIME, HOURS
MID-DEPTH
U o
£ 3
2
=
= n )
. Jl \ ; ?Ew n 'f .(x? ﬁ‘:‘! MAT
2 Ly AN M T P T
$6z0 5530 5540 5550 5360 5570 5580 SS90 5640 5610 5620 5630 5640
TIME, HCURS
BOTTOM
TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD
MAGNITUDE GAGE C1

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 85




180.0

90.0
i

NIRECTION, DEG N
0.0

YT Wl]ﬁ' | | 3

T T v Tt v v ———7— v Tt v v
5520 5530 5540 5550 5560 SS7C  SS80 5590 5600  S610  S620 S630 5640
TIME, HOURS

-180.0 -40.0

SURFACE

180.0

OIRECTICH, DEG N

' T . v. M T T ‘ri T — —T 1
5520 5530 5540 5550 $560 §570 5580 5590 $600 5610 5$820 S“JO S840
TIME, HOURS

MID-DEPTH

BIRECTICH, OFG !

LA T T T - IS 1 T T T : 1
5510 5510 540 SS50 5560 6570 6590 5590 5600  S6I0 5630 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS

BOTTOM

TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD

DIRECTION GAGE C1
PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 86




N
I o
z3
™
fea
=
)
=Eh -

%IM
o i
o MEIE i : :
T T T Y T u y
5520 5530 5540 570 S&380 5590 Sa00 5610 5620 5530 5640
TIME, HOURS

SURFACE

0.8
L

VEL MAG, FPS
%4

0.0

Fii

T T - T - T ‘ T - T - ;' - T - - T T - - L 1
5520 S530 5540 5550 5560 5570 5580 5590  SE00  SBI0 5620 5630 5840
TIME, HOURS

MID-DEPTH

1.2

0.8
1

0.4
L

VEL MAG, FPS

W%Mmﬁi’l ",aéifg

T v T A3 > N : - - -
S520 5530 S541  S550  SS3C 5570  §540 5580 5800 S610 5620 5630 S640
TIMFE  HOURS

BOTTOM

TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD

MAGNITUDE GAGE C2
PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

0.0

PLATE 87




DIRECTION, DEG N
-180.0 -80.0 0.0 .0  180.0
i L { i

€520 §530 5540 S550 5560 G570  S580  S580 5600 5630 5620 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS
SURFACE
. 0T e e
= :E il ; ! 1
g2
=
g

T T Y T T T T T T , T —
5530 S530 5540 5550 5560 5570 §580 5590 S600 5810 §630 ° S630 5640
TIME, HOURS

MID-DEPTH

CIRECTION, DEG N
100.0 900 0.0 8.0 180.0

T A T T T L T v A R fi' T 1
5520 5530 5540 5550 SS60  S570 5580 5S¢0  Ss00 56U 5630 'se3n  se40
TIME. HOURS

BOTTOM

TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD

DIRECTION GAGE C2
PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 88




.2

0.8
4

VLL BAS, FPS
%4

0.0
-

\ T Lo ¥ T T L T ¥ I 1
5520 5530 SS540 5SSO 5560  SS70  SSE6 S50  S600 5610 S620 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS

SURFACE

3

P o i
=ty i
b~ oL
- irdo L
3 - : MELL
> : $x] 3
. i3 HERN Fi
i : | J <H“% 13
b A -FUAL
2 ! i R !
ek d ! ! Vi ! :
T T T T T T T T L 1 T Ll
8520 5530 5540 5550 5580 5370 5580 5560 SE600 5610 5620 S630 5640
TIME, HOURS
MID-DEPTH
~
Ut o
&3
o
<
b=
=%
w o
=
< T 4
- e 1

T T T ‘ﬁ. T T - T - T T A T
5520 5530 5540 5550 5560 5570 5580  §590 5600 5610 5620  SE30  S640
TIME, HOURS

BOTTOM

TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD

MAGNITUDE GAGE C3
PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 89



0.0  180.0
A

DIRECTION, DEG N
0.0

~180.0 -90.0

5550 5560 570  SSB0 5540 5600  S6I10 5620  SBI0  SR4C
TIME, HOURS

SURFACE

(;i;:- : , i | |
[ M’y, i

TIME, HOURS
MID-DEPTH

§°< ..... ;?;ﬁf»gég?iﬂ i
Eg-';_ ! i j .:lr QIU . \E
2 H B : 1L
8] i ilhlh ,u” i:l M Jm MM“ Lu :“J hu
5520 9630 5540 ' 5550 ' 5560 s§7n 5500°' 5600 5610 *'SBaD 6630  5BAD
TIHC HOURS

BOTTOM

TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD

DIRECTION GAGE C3
PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 90




0.8
)

VEL MAG, FPS
0.4

0.0

v T S T T T T ;r T T AN U
5520 S530 5540 5550 6560  S570 5580 5590 5800 5610 5620 5630  S640
TIME, HOURS

SURFACE
£3-
s
s
g 3- g*ﬁ (' . ;?E | %g ¥
ot i A
2_&&-’1‘ ["“ it M‘AM _ m\fv‘vlu« ¢ o
SSI0 510 5S40 5550 SS60 5570 5580 6530 5300 SE10 5620 630 oeeo
TIME, HCURS
MID-DEPTH
g3
g
g 31 _
| s Wi gl
5520 5530 5540 5550 S50 5570 5580 5550  S600  SEID 5620 5610 5840
TIME, HOURS
BOTTOM
TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD
MAGNITUDE GAGE C4

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 91




180.0

0.0 160.0

OIRECTION, OEG N
0.0

zq Ak .
o 37 = —
L) i
e
- H
S S H
— H
o
& 3 !
=54 i
<
8 ! !
T T T T T T T T T T T T u
9540 S§530 S540 1131 5580 8570 $580 5540 5600 S610 5620 5630 5640

-180.0 -90.0

5520 5530' ' S540 |

(=]
S
3
| g f 1
sl i it
ey R
= : LE’ Al
£ I SRR
S =7 | B BB
— i | KR i
It :
€ 2 i
=T
k i
2 R i
g s AR LA (I
T v 3
5530 SS30' " 554 $550

TIDAL VELOCITY

DIRECTION

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

‘\ ”‘kh
6SEQ

TIME., HOURS
SURFACE

55 5640

TIME, HOURS
MID-DEPTH

: ;{ $_§5 ;{
, Lﬁh 'M o
o * 5560 550  S800  S610 | 5620 5630 40

TIME, HOURS

BOTTOM

VERIFICATION PERIOD

GAGE C4

PLATE 92




N
N o
& oA
o
&
g 3 W
= HY ) H
o ; &
"S530 5530  S540 5550 5560 5570 5580 5540 S600 5610 5620 5630 S640
TIME, HOURS
SURFACE
[ ")
£ 2
2
=
& 5 , ;
> ‘:.‘ {
[ :.
2 . ] . :
5520 5530 5S40 5550 5550 5570 5580 5590 5600 5B10 5620  SB30 5640
TIME, HOURS
MID-DEPTH
N_
£ 2
2
e
o 54
= il ;
Q g i
SS20 SS90 SS40 S50 6560  S870  S%80 SS90 5600 5610 S620 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS
BOTTOM
TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD
MAGNITUDE GAGE C5

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 93




180.0
)

= q| vy .
= Y |
& o | | !
: 1! 3 0
g,q . e
S 9] :
3 |
TThs30 5890 5540 5960 550 5500 5980 5590 5600 5610 5630 5030 Se4D
TIME, HOURS
SURFACE
2 5 Yi:
231
S I
g ] b m} fé
5520 5530' LS540 5550 | 5960 6570 5560 5590 5600 | S610  S620  SE30 ! S840
TIME, HOURS
MID-DEPTH
zg_ “ 1 | l
8 ; E I
é:- I E H .
21 _ 13 H i H
2] M Nk
5520 S530 540 5550 %560 ' 5570 5380 5500 SG00 ' 5610 5630 0 Vee40
TIME, HOURS
BOTTOM
TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD
DIRECTION GAGE C5

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 94




1.2

0.8
i

VEL MRG, FPS

0.4
|

0.0
3

5550

5520 SSJD 5540

1.2

0.8
L

VEL MAG, FPS
q.i

5520 5530 5540 5550

1.2

VEL MAG, FPS
qfﬂ

0.4
S

3L

5520 5530

5550

5510

TIDAL VELOCITY

MAGNITUDE

SSSO

SSGO

5560

5570

5570

5580

5590

5500 55!0 5620 5530 SE40

TIME, HOURS
SURFACE

5570 5580

5590

5600 5810 5620 5530 5640

TIME, HOURS

MID-DEPT

5530

5590

H

SS!O 5620 5530

s600 5640
TIME, HOURS
BOTTOM

VERIFICATION PERIOD

GAGE C10

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 95




;-
i i'L§ HI:
z9 l :§ HLY: | ;
o 87 i | yiu
L 3 di3: HITH
= H
. TH . | ,
= 2] 1 HCL < . A%
= = (| Bl ;
5 R U HEi -"fﬁ
(d o L “
E o i !
o7 E |l !
o ! : / H ‘
g_ 1 B i
' §520 5530 §540 5550 60 70 “ Q 5580 S600 SGlU 5520 630
TIME, HOURS

SURFACE

0.0 180.0
I J

0.0
|

DIRECTION, DEG N

-180.0 1?.0

i

5520 S$530 S5W0 5550 5

$70 230 B0
TIME, HOURS

MID-DEPTH
>z i :.
o &7 BN P
¢ -8 P ] !
e° k HAGURE
— = RENEEEE! : -
8s A1 k| i
= :} ‘[1 i
Chd i ( ; i i : | il
2 § : 2
2/ L (I
' 5520 5530 5541 560 = 5370 SSBG' 5500 5600 ' 5630 V' 5630 86
TIME, HOURS

BOTTOM

TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD

DIRECTION GAGE C10

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 96




1.2

U w
£3
12y
[4nd
x
-
2 3 .
> - K A .
o - M et?? R e d g -
P I = B =
ST L \J T T Li ¥ -1 L R A T
5520 SS30 5540 5550 5560 s870 5560 5580 5600 5610 5620 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS
SURFACE
N
Vo
£3
¢
(o4
b=
P
3 o
>
o 4_5_:-,'?-'_..,..‘:- " . .)'_)(\»_-n"";’-"'\' . i T . P i
b3 Iy , e
5520 S530 5540 5550 5560 s570 5580 5590 5600 5610 5620 5630 S640
TIME, HOURS
MID-DEPTH

1.2

0.8
1

YEL MAG, FPS

0.4
1

0.0

a ' \J T T '. - LS T LA T T LU U
5520 S530 6540 5550 5560 570 5560 S50 5600 610 5620 5630  S64D
TIME, HOURS
BOTTOM

TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD

MAGNITUDE GAGE Cl12
PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 97




180.0

J

90.0
1

1

DIRECTION, DEG N
iﬂ

-100.0 -90.0

igl ¥ L ¥ T T A 1 \J 1 T 1
5520 ' 9530 5540 5550 5560 5570 5580 5560 5600 S610 5620 S630 S640

TIME, HOURS
SURFACE
!

zq

w 87 |

8 | !

g-11|E

= 3 P

L LLINE -

"Ycp 5530 5540 5560 566D 5570 6580 5590 5600 5610 5630 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS
MID-DEPTH

s 0.0
1 i

DIRECTION, DEG N
0.0

~180.0 -90.0

A

T
5540

$550  S850 ss'?mcs.s'-;w Rsssno 5600 5610  S620 5630  SB40
BOTTOM
TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD
DIRECTION GAGE C12

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE

98




1.2

1

0.8

VEL MAG, FPS

0.4
N

6.0
1

RS ’ o

——y— T T T Y T
5520 5530 S540 5550 5560 5570 5580 5590 5600
TIME, HOURS

¥ L T Al
$610 5620 5630 5640

SURFACE

" o J
]
™
o
m>“§~ .
S35 Sci0 5540 5540  SSAD 5570 5580 5590 5600 5610 5620  S630 5640
TIME, HOURS
MID-DEPTH
N o
& o1
2
b =4
o =
==
¥ %520 ss30 ssa0 7';;5; G560 5570 5580 5590  S600 5610 5670 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS
BOTTOM
TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD
MAGNITUDE GAGE C14

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 99




180.0

i

z9g
o 87
[ 2] .
a
&34
—
8o
& 2 ]
=L
S
8
" Y T T ] T u T T T r— T u
S620 5530 5540 5550 5580 §570 5580 5560 5800 $610 5830 5830 5640
TIME, HOURS
SURFACE
o
g;_
zq {
w0 87
] ! !
= i
.o ;
o ! 1
,L
& ; SR [1] N || N (1
o I R - n’
<
8 !
] ~r T T AJ T LR T T A T 1
5520 5530 55‘10 5550 5560 4570 5580 §590 5600 $610 5620 56’30 5640
TIME, HOURS
MID-DEPTH
[~]
=,
z 9
w 87
e}
=z
S o
—
8 o
[
=t .
o Tl
8 |
5580 ' 5500 5600 5510 5620  S60  S640
TIME, HOURS
BOTTOM

TIDAL VELOCITY

DIRECTION

VERIFICATION PERIOD

GAGE C14

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 100




1.2

0.8
I

VEL MAG, FPS

0.4
1
T

o HA
el T T ’ L L] LA T T L T L 1
§520 5530 5S40 6550 SSE0 5570 5580 5590  S600  S610 5620 5630  S640
TIME, HOURS
SURFACE

VEL MAG, FPS
0.8

0.4
i

0.0

L] - T . T '] T Ll LA 1 > T L : .l 1
5520 5530 $540 5550 $560 S570 5580 5590 5600 $610 S620 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS

MID-DEPTH

1.2

VEL HAG, FPS
0.3
-

0.4

2.0
4

i T T T T U : T T T J - T T - \
5520 5530 5540 £550 SS60 5570 5580 %90 5600 5610 5620 5630 S640
TIME, HOURS

BOTTOM

TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD

MAGNITUDE GAGE C18
PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 101




180.0

H % ) ~ e
3 PR £5% .
zq 121 i i :
o8 : . i
] : R
=] ' 4
- AiA 1 H R4 1 it
z2 114 12 i (4 3 i3
S = ) 55.}-‘-_ c’;’.r__: g
| 3
8 i
< .
x S
af?
<
8 i
17 T =
5540 555

T T T L T T v ¥ Al
5560 5570 S580 5590 SO0  S6ID 5620 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS

SURFACE

o

=

o

i

. il
88 éif l i I
[=$] ! 1

- H

2

j =%
"édln  seeo

H 1 ’fﬁ

5520 seda!  b24gT ool T Mooso  sevo Shdo i
TIME, HOURS

MID-DEPTH

Ss20

160.0
)

G
Q.

DEG N
0

K varaa
NSNS Ay

0.0
N

e ——
L N e

DIRECT[ON,

-180.0 -40.0
1 L

o ks 5%
TIME, HOUR
BOTTOM

TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD

DIRECTION GAGE C18
PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 102




1.2

- [
& S ;
IH r o
7Y oF 41 S
& % i
r L . H ¥
- 33 4 ) s .
oo { . 3
o :
Q .
5520 5530 5540 5550 5560 5570 SS80 S50 S600 5610 5620 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS
SURFACE
e
. o - L i
“° VA e i
: Pl 1% ;
& HiTE : H :
= ¢ : : : iy ; I
I s b : i 8% }: ) i 3 2 g
Lo ) N ” i N ¥ i
= . A A ¥ 5 g
! o g\ ‘5_7 'i AL 4 l 3 \!
o U Wy il i | | U
o' T LA - " Ll T A L T L T T T T
ss20 $530 5540 6550 5560 5570 5580 5580  SG00  S610 5620 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS
MID-DEPTH
[a*]
Ve it ! ' ,'!:
& s ii ! : g i
- ) { i " i
¢ i3 H P {
£ ' bt Vi Lis ¢
d;~ L | :t :., "'. o B
> » H B 1 ™ > i
L{: : t !
¢ : !
4 § \ i ¥ i \ i
2 e i T AL
5620 5530 5540 5550 SSE0  S570 5580 5580 5600 5610 5620  S630 5640
TIME, HOURS
BOTTOM
MAGNITUDE GAGE C19

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 103




180.0

0.0
1

13

DIRECTION, DEG N
0.0

1

i

-180.0 -40.0

" oes0 5570 5580 5590 5600° 5610 5630 5630 5640
TIME, HOURS

SURFACE

5530 5530 sS40 sssg

a
zq E T ﬂ EIE ]
o 81 - i 7 31 2HE
=] H 1L
— : 1
Q B H
&3
of

2 | fifk |

g il

" 6520 5530 ob40' Sss0  sseo'! 5s7a 9580 -

TIME, HOURS
MID-DEPTH

2.0

i

OIRECTION, DEG N
0.0
1

-180.0 -90.9

$510 5510 5540 | 15950 5560 ' 9570 5580  5SBDY
TIME, HOURS

BOTTOM

TIDAL VELOCITY VERIFICATION PERIOD

DIRECTION GAGE C19
PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 104




CUBIC FT (x10000)/SEC
[}
i

Ry 4 T T T T T T T L1 T = 1
5130 S240 SIS0  S260 SI70 WEG SO 5300 N0 5320 SIo 3340 5330 3360
TIME, HR

RANGE 1

CUuBIC FT (x10000)/SEC

? -
*
-]
.l- ¥ ~ T I T T T T 1 L L U L) 1
$230 SQ40 1350 3380 3270 260 5290 5300 3310 3320 S0 %340 5350 5380
TIME, HR
RANGE 2

TIDAL DISCHARGE CALIBRATION PERIOD

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 105




0
1

-4
1

CUBIC FT (x10000)/SEC
4
1

2 -
MO

-la -

nj T T \J \J L L T T T \J DRI 1
S330 S34C SO 5380 SI70 5260 5290 SI00 5310 3320 SXO  SI0 IO 330
TIME, HR
RANGE 3

CUBIC FT (x10000}/SEC
Il I A

-2
i

5230 5340 S350 3330 S0 5380 5390 $300 9310 9330 S  S30 I3 50
TIME, HR
RANGE 4

TIDAL DISCHARGE CALIBRATION PERIOD

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 106




- _|
1

CuBIC FT (x10000)/SEC

J ni L ¥ L T 7 L5 T L T —
SI30 5340 SISC 5260 S370 S380  Sag0 8300 310 320 S3W YO ;IO 360
TIME, HR

RANGE 5

e
o

CUBIC FT (x10000)/SEC
A
1

-

©
D W T T T 0 T T T T ~T —
$330 S0 S350 Sa80 %270 5200 3280 3300 $310 %320 30 5340 33350 3380
TIME, HR
RANGE 6

TIDAL DISCHARGE CALIBRATION PERIOD

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 107




CUBIC FT (x10000)/SEC

o {

TN

P :‘: : ] ¥ ! .

J L \J U T
5230 5240 520 5260 5370 5280 5390 5300
TIME, HR

RANGE 7

TIDAL DISCHARGE

T T T T T 1
S310 5330 5330 5340 5350 5360

CALIBRATION PERIOD

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 108




CUBIC FT (x10000)/SEC
4

o
mm———ta
Pu—rr
——T
—rrsosr,

L 1

T T v i L T 1 T L T
5320 3530 33¢¢ 9350 30 3370 5500 S0  SB0O0 5810 5620 5830 5840
TIME, HR

RANGE 1

20
J

12 18
i 1

8
1

0
%

-4
1

CUBIC FT (x100C0)/SEC
1
s

-8
i

2

-1
1

<
- Y T ~T- T T 0 T T T Y Y
$S520 S330 5540 4530 4380 5870 5580 35490 sS800 S810 5820 830 S840
TIME, HR

RANGE 2

TIDAL DISCHARGE VERIFICATION PERIOD

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 109




20
)

16
1

8
)

bt T Y | 0
1 i n 1

12
—

CUBIC FT (x!100001/SEC
4

CUBIC FT (x10000)/SEC
4
H

T \ T T Ll 1 LI T T A T 1
5320 3330 5340 S550 5380 9970  SS80 5390 5800 5810 5830  S630 5640
TIME, HR

RANGE 3

-18

T R J L T ¥ M T L 1 — L] 1
8530 S5S30 3340 5550 S380 SS70  SS60  339C 3800  S610 3830 5830 3840
TIME, HR

RANGE 4

TIDAL DISCHARGE VERIFICATION PERIOD

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 110




A
«J
o
o
(%]
[72]
N o
j==]
[=1
(=)
(=]
x
Ll
O+
@
=2
[ &)
L
v
2
g
]
' \ T T T T T T T T T T |
$520 5530 4540 3830 3580 5570 5380 5590 S800 3810 3820 3830 5840
TIME, HR
RANGE 5
|/
@© 4
o]
o
[ ]
w
~
Q
o
Qo
o
x
—
(¥
=]
@
=
o
T
pa
-]

L] RJ ¥ T T ¥ T A T A —
5530 3330 3540 SS30  SS80  $370  SS80 5390 S40C %810 3820 %830 %640
TIME, HR

RANGE 6

TIDAL DISCHARGE VERIFICATION PERIOD

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 111




CUBIC FT {x100003/SEC

T T T T T T =
$580 3390 S800 S810 $820 3830 5840

TIME, HR
RANGE 7

T 1 T T T
5520 S%30 5540 5350 5580 3570

TIDAL DISCHARGE VERIFICATION PERIOD

PLAN (SOLID) VS EXISTING (DOTTED) CONDITIONS

PLATE 112




X

”w,

seee Yy = VY
“sw v WV
mthlff

PAMLLsaad s o \0|4r

Motssbbnssssa s b ¥ ll

?44‘ r I 2
weh b b e
PV raovevavrevrvend b ) [y p 4

T, owvwwwvnas s b L le v v
sy b A
.5‘434.-/

AN & gpgo s 4 4 a4 A O T RPNy, A

PE 2 o g A SRR 4 R R/

X
»

—:unnr» '
0’4404 [TTT1(S ¢ ans "" .
vaort] Miimmwer iy »
«asrfrading shywy
s riemvnadas v
P PN N ]
NN I AR
Nidide N 23

Py ”"'V,OMOI'OQ b“

»
»

NP NCORT T A N g 4 4 €IV

SURFACE

saveV " OV
<e g o O

LRI bt
d -

AN AAS S o o o
SassSIMMLLLLS P ) y 1 Y
2N Fro0oasabs sV y vy«
roaar v 4»
PPiascenectsarsssiay, ¢

[PTVY Aqavosttaddagy § ¢ JY
ALY PPhassasgy b
p AA:vE\Av»

hdrsasa]

-
-

Hrew

rermwerer v virdqe b s T VY I‘Jm"l"‘

-
A BPewwe v v T IPLgy AT TS [QYYYPrrrrnsr L I

s.w Maall
S48 1TMYYy
LY 2 12T L
Sibrvvenet)
Padbvvwvravea? ¥
P AV B VNI 4y
ASIIOIINININ L 3¢
SHRNBIILLL 44
Ly ""vvvo!cvwﬁn
L VTN

Vage @ @ 9 9wy
Ahbo¢4'v§.4

U,

erowener v v savPaavy © b 4 devwwyevwwrveev?

o > ey - &

MID-DEPTH

O

sqea Y v ¥V
TR IS

PR IS
gﬂss\tl/
rY Y N ) >
astVJoasaedesaca s b jo v

]

L1 INY
PPoacessecevsvengy) 4 >
IV aypprrvrvewerd b 2

4 € & CIPIIITPIIITIIIIVR o g q ¥

BOTTOM

CIRCULATION PATTERNS

4 € CPPIVOVIIIITIIIVRR 4 4 P s -

A Ahiigg, Y »
Wi iy 0
v’ bibryyenedy "y
[y eso2Prade P
P L s e L AR

L N o L
bt N 2 N
ddiceie 1 4 u

s mvvcc"cvwﬁn -—
vj

L L] ‘

4
4

[
]

e
L

<
i
-
v v oo e v TP
rrerwere s “aagya’
TRV Y ¥ P hanguuy

'
S
R/
4N}
3
{37
<
“d
e rrrwr s v Prat? wup b 4 4 ¢ IvTIeITESTTTTTTTT A Y v 3

A 4

-

-
v e

CALIBRATION PERIOD

PEAK FLOOD

EXISTING CONDITIONS

—> 1 FT/SEC

PLATE 113




duewy ¥V VY
qee v v ¥y
PR

E@ll l‘l/

Pastorsmsasssae y P 4V

Sasl{Prstasetased b <
1 wh b
PYY P oevrwvrvwveon b b &

(5 LL7PIRRRTERIeERT L N
:55«3'1
49 Raga sovNIH LB

vy fe

B R

>
v

- & &
av

“——ata

v

[ R4
49

-
- -
-
” - T——y ""ﬂ‘-"""'m‘4 ren—s

BTG A O O oo T T IIITIENIT . u, O

e VY
TR TN T op 4
s rrwwy e ¢ & @

¢ v oo

>

SURFACE

v

‘e

davwey v ¥V
e e 9 v

dee o -

0

PO adna o 54N
DOOBDELOLML LS 4 S ¥ »

anbifYsoosasssscy |\ ¥ ley
Plas i VP o
PP 0 Acowaavaceesssay b 4

D% Lvvwvverovny b 6

asveervysb b Y
Y e b b
Aal N

A\

-
-
-
-
3
4

v e

A ssaw v pg T

ervemvr e ¥ Yot Pe b4 e v vy

4
war
-
et
> e -

MID-DEPTH

\Q‘.ldd .v
dqee ¢ 9%
494 @ -
O
WrrraILLaa s s 5 o ™
L Y VYV [y
Ladd I £ T T RN
L adddd
Drevae t

PPY Pacequecssatdd PPN 4 o

- -
- s

TITE | eowentddds s, 44 jy Qo
bt LB B R 4
..A=~vf44.» - v

2 e d 5 %%

3 poa™> T av
Y.

ah b b A2

483 % 02

vv &, b

[C I WY

Pe v by

v, v b

vy g b

e v C4q

- 7 ey

wiqcc

b 4gw

.- vy &b

(T AR K

9 <¢"vvl‘

(aterstrrorpyrtdd b &2

= prYIIvefi s, o2
Y3y v

T adem=a\ L 4 WW
Y 4 .

&
i vt L I
-y IR KR

BOTTOM

CIRCULATION PATTERNS

CALIBRATION PERIOD

PEAK FLOOD

PLAN CONDITIONS

—> 1 FT/SEC

PLATE 114




411“'|l Lad
svovv v ¢ T4
oovevvinv v 4 S 2
iiﬂvli ’ \c

dovoUIvNRIYY eI Y ¢
€480avervrcaa d
oorvowors(had 4 4
14y pvovoessvry g 4 4

vy
ﬂi:ﬂ: (13
IR a2 1 ‘ H
Megosrs v M
»:: s tyyy ” N
04 Y rpyy )
-——:b-::: b
v 4500, Vreryy Ly Ve
! e RSALULL] w »
"
S, R «ﬂww e
P 3 e
P T
Yy o vy
by v vy
> “ « e
iy
ba v ww
bow vy
Pa v VY

SURFACE

-

ana s &

)

3

QARF T e & & & ALY

Yrers

&

(V.hn in4“ Iy
aviv ¢ Bdegvemtntyy, }
1105 Pleomadtrng,
e -i::::
sl Tohay W itryyy .y
4y Treryy
9 v A rvgyy 4y
WAL
3 ==
gt
L4 44 A LLTY NN
ALLTL LTIV 4
’Eq«\
< q ve?
ved
]

-
$A8n g o & 4 4 AsssmmmteGI TR S & &

‘brvﬁbbﬁbr—-m"
N T e e asasavtIYY

preetw vy

$

EAR L LR I I

L R

- . veemen @ 2 p

MID-DEPTH

oo e 7 O
rev e ¥V v
veor v 7 Fa
e 7,
vre ¢ LY
v -

tPeapes tay
LQNALLMLLLMAALAS S ¢ vd

(Jeduasansaraness t vy
rl AfAnansaatdtad d g LR & 4

s v
x Y]
333 -e
Sans £
">
-~
s
»
13
> b
J bbb § q LN 4
o>vi Vldqy vy >
vy g qt V> ¢ >
nre snialll AR IR
%S A44¢440.4 Ty ¢ »a
" (TN IITT] AR
::::2:: Ye¢e avwt
AL TITYY A AN SN
eng LTI L .u
SRR
f > & va
LY
M r 7 ey ¢
&iq‘ Yy gt
: e ERE
. il
vy SRR _
Y Yot
e TPPrr g v v

BOITOM

CIRCULATION PATTERNS

CALIBRATION PERIOD

PEAK EBB

EXISTING CONDITIONS

—> 1 FT/SEC

PLATE 115




¢evl o 2 92
eeypo v A A

\A(\\AQGQ\ s Pa
i:-s\\\!
;qgs‘ 4 4 ¢
;:mr“"q.‘* 4

fquPQAs‘ sl 8 ¢

tiwerail
| B3SAgrqagradagi b
T e I

s

FYy"?) :zia!a:u.
&l

P L L Sl
CAIGNGr v A Aasrrr e
C OGN G v » P PO >

\.
b b Agaeve v ¢ '\
4 S dOWYT Y v g AP oo e

SURFACE

-
(2 LR IR AR 4
vepr ¢ ¥ FA

lmi\ s wa
BN A VN

preo 'Qs‘s a

FeegBrarsonsang i ¥ ¢ 4o

tDean ¢ i o,

L\ss
(231} LY
Senun S

eaant s

W ve
| u*
»
m
abd X}
-b de
a de
4 dv
4 v
4 o
» ‘e
[}
4
>

QP ed s A aa e

it

v VBTSN E 4 P § QAL e
" e vomes e 4 » P V4AS

ver o > e

”
vrrv o ¥ o8
ttov ¢ T T

D »

vo ot ! N

wov [Jraasssaas ¢ ¢ 5 Mo

Decsed dfan

ALl T T VeV VY )
ot [Jeadrsansanasaqaqer ¥

sod ! ¢ 4
>
[

[
v

(I

G aasasea s A 2 LPIIOL L s s IIVITIIIVIVVITIISIILG S

DEPTH

MID

cwamcasas s pppPV P oL s YT IIIVIITIIVIIIIRY

BOTTOM

CIRCULATION PATTERNS

CALIBRATION PERIOD

PEAK EBB

PLAN CONDITIONS

PLATE 116

—> 1 FT/SEC




—
2 babasy 44 IV L L. o R
sabas, 4, PIAD L 4y b ) 1444 2 2 SPIP) E %)
PLLL A
DN WOPPSsP 5y b ) WEILE by g o
PIPIPPAOD 4 § b ) G ol ﬂ . >,
- [} PASIVAAAL ¢ ¢ v
bA :43‘5'704 LY LY WLty y » 4 v N w
TITIINNGAL ¢ AL TTTY PP
R LT OO PP Y PAMA A g L] m v
TFIIIIITIR W[PPInItItIda a a L o
b VIFIIONITINL L . , | ¢ yvr esbp 4 4 1} T o
e[y L } [ (L AMAL LI TR ALY IR 4 m
PadVITNIIP P g8 Y| 40 PaTTNNIY P ru g 4 o v M -
’ LTI 4 AL ITITT T LY ] 4
ST R R (T2 LT L L PR o ¢ o
INUITR LY vy ¢ 4 it (JUtpatdaadeiit , , , p 7 4 4 f (FITRALAGattqetia g Py B Pt
of ()1 topnaaaaany .:. ’ ‘e , 44 1 Premmaaann 118t T4 oo = K
n Wy, v e 4 ey -
3 Wi ef 4 44 'Y voer < ~
A SUANEEE < (R34 =
{ szt O 3
o] 144
¢ ) - > ~
0 Ay O
< S 3
[ a B
& | i/ (i U
:tt:.<:"—»»U ..m RIS 4 0
Terges ] Slecqr TPrygqan b b &4 4w
Hasgttrrggfar s b 0 :.:'.::“ wihad & tovw m Z
.::v‘::. »h . 44 bhpy, ’-:- vh 44, 4 o> O
..-«t!:.q vl 44 R L MRS ‘o T =
Lo"v}-: Ve . [ Y - ~$.-'¢¢A¢3:< eV b v 4 v T =
SPAYP PO by pamitrg o, 4 [ R ] N M TR y vs 4
43‘.vv§<¢-'14 !‘»—vi-u 4 Sy 14»
N Ras dbivevoasst 13N G 4 b b Y A : IR RS >33 a
4 $ oy Preetessacs & [ [9RY [ =
byetansssas 4 L 4by atisadesda € € 4 § P » P
Masssssaat d t by Vroossossssarh i 4 4y u .- vy o)
VP000mrssssarbd 4 by Y MR < ©
MadA U1 7TY E S 2 I Yy O
\afleany grened —vocn . v v vo Y Yy o 4]
d U = w.wdt«. —vvdb A mmm -~ T =
A ey, IuAAN m «u 3e —
v gl e . va & v va \ N T
op, ) d gy pa ~ v vty A
.h.hw 4bo g v s DI vy - 9]
y 840 9 b U —
............................... 5
U m@ ~
o —
—
O o
m
s




LVQQ- (]
YR

braayy oy s b VB
g P9%ayyys ¢ ¢ 44

p anPPPAGacgyy b 4 ¢ ]
Anhosarsar b 4 [
ravsay WPt | 14

AL N i S
{5 L POTTYPIVY L

v vovwwrr e v orivenprrvrvve
VIV P POV
ST v T VYoo

I &4l B EL. L2 EL L LI

LA AL LRI EL] I X EEY I

SURFACE

(ol AL PR
PIVY Pagptanannqe, ¢ 4
£ 1 Rpgvosrstttgey 4 »
4 (Mesaseesarstanqay i o ¢
b qdg d u
- .:.l. ‘.u— “
AN
=4l it
ﬂ !.J‘ .%i .M
15l M .v.m~1..<
S
13
M‘ﬁ v;s.wm "v— )
pAYY Jrvesmsmeen Ly b
- D X
- 1A
aat b
oy \ 71 )
Y44y 419 M ')
R 47 n« i)
»y )
Rege b b
aay 4 4
MWt
MiAddann i FTTY LN SN }
Cdagmamnatorygo 0y s
= » 3 o qb b b
{ e
2 v
ohe o
bas & o

Aty 4

>544A .
ivvb”* ¢
AP easy, v v

.<=<=vivhv> P

Py <Q===<<~— d4n>

'y
4
44
L

-

abh 4 & & &

A AINIC @ v 9 P VIV S ¢ P P P PO ERIaIrabbALLLL A A A -

[ FXYV IR EEZLALE RN R B & d

MID-DEPTH

Rape ¢ av

a, , 4 e

MIIReas , 4y
..3::2Dv .y Iy

o TTIIVRINEIINI o o oy

AN ALLAITL L L IPRPRR Y W
.vsﬂ::ﬂﬁ':‘ ‘e Y0y
AAMA4AA LI TITIPTR LY

f [Pt RoActteqqees ¢
AMMMAMANA gLt ¢

ve

FEETPPTTIITNS

AL Leadionl

WA ASA s assntITITITIINIA oy

WP Phasaasaa

- cgateue s o o b ay,, ‘4" 4 4 A Aaaasanant 4 Y
O amad @ @ ddvgww T @ 4 2 PPIIVVIIVOPIVITYIVGY

BOTTOM

CIRCULATION PATTERNS

CALIBRATION PERIOD

SLACK WATER

PLAN CONDITIONS

—> 1 FT/SEC

PLATE 118




PIOMSLaeay v & ]
L N YR L
v prverssreant 4 o b b
e prant s o 0
L T Y

ORI B T g T A T ¥
IO B I g T I

Yes. 7 I’_..‘" F i & & 4

SURFACE

4vvn b v BB
"er vy v VS
gy w ¢ Y

vvvv)fluld asel

PEVPOPIPISIAY L ¢4 ¢ wl b

Ll 2L T TV I SR A
Laddd Al il i) 1 1 TP B
TEPPPITIIIALgqe &

& (PIVItbmattne b 2
4 YL TN

a &
a &

LN

453 8vevwe;
, ..cs!s""m

"O;M
£

ldal LTS
"weet,

S
R
) 1

parvy
il
131

[ X4
{.
.

fJ

v > e

CITNVOP T T T Bt T 4 I T T CIOrreIITRRTIPYVT S a &
PR A4 . XM ERL OV L A M EELL S - L L

veovrewre ¢ ¢ Yoagar?d v e

T e v v Y ey

MID-DEPTH

“evy b v ¥
Yoy v Y
Pbaygy v @ v ¥

PPIPINILaan @ b w b

[add i1 LT VT
Y YrIIIOTYTIYISL Lun
AL T T2 IR

AMAMAAALLLL D TR R AP |
fa AR LE L L T DR Y WP )

.. AJ
d88h ) ANy

i}
v .y
v

AQ4®™ 4 4 4 ¢ v vevmrewerseved

L Z Y IR R R LY R Y N W PP PISIEEE AR PIS

Hbyvwwes? iy y »
L el LB
119 et e
 [iddasas i 3 u'
1S ¢ v
 VOTeTTee. L v
PISRINASIOPIES—S -
Porsssanssnge-® -
MUY LSRN
I 12A8 LI v
m — i
4 " —m
[} '
vva ol

BOTTOM

CIRCULATION PATTERNS

VERIFICATION PERIOD

PEAK FLOOD

EXISTING CONDITIONS

—> 1 FT/SEC

PLATE 119




-
- v
33
§ 3
(== I
3§ 3
a 3 3
a =« 3
g 33
-
. SR 1733 il
t " a & o ] a0a ¢ «-
' - = - o ¢ 9 < o
| covewwor v v v v ey - o & v ¢ v eV
: WA TG W TG it 0 W B S A IR g, . 4 o A4 e v
| s ey v A IO ree > o > 4 ¢ ¢ »
\ e vramwrw ¥ S Iy SN T I e e » v v 7 ¥ 9
AT N
! T
u
H
'Qp w} AR
o A ;
M0 ME5 0 3 S
aa i 2 - 3
» !" - y 3 3
- pry »
M’ﬁ : g & 3
“ B, sqv 3 -a
ety L 23 3 ¢ §
il an g
o) “Ta v ’f 2 3 3
> s 1S > » a2 I 2 3
T av - . 80+ P b a a N
. ‘ vow san P P s g 4 4-
. T3 Yeaw, * 9 ¥ o g a0Oa ¢ o
N e 44w v » o n > v ¢ @« ¢ g
. v A & »r v g ¢ o
| ecvrrwver v Yseranrvrrrer -—aa & - v © & 4 ¢ v
! o OO e Y ¢ 4 VP C T TV P OUTUTITIRIOUIYIIIYYY A A A A b 4 ¢« 4 4
| e errRNe e ¢ d4dVvev v s e v oo & 4 & » s 7 ¢ ¢
MID-DEPTH
(3 &
,;S! 4
LY 4 ;. "
1 LS T 3 s
b3 v 25 75
P ¢ . v -
B - : . ¥ S
- . } = 4
: §igan
- . 2 3 3 3 3z
> £ 2 2 2 = S}
4 - O dad a =« 9
- re & 2 a -
1 - 2 —— A g 22 2 3 3
-l{ - - ‘:f 2V es2 2 Q 3 -
eI 3 e v222 29 2 3 p
M rv‘“.-""q‘ “dm q p aala s s a4 q 4 .
R - P W, - vaua s »p » o 4 a04 5 9
D semseeerr o /b e e e dap e & & & o o ¢ ¢ ¢«
¢t gererere v Y4404, o v Ve 44 aeaa a » » g ¢ ¢
'
' davrovowr T ¢ 4 fqoaAd e g o v ey P71 i i) - «a o % 4 4 ¢
! “’1444¢4 4 4 0 4e” ™ v v ¢ ¢ v rerITIRSTTRSTTeAbA LAY ¢ ¢ 14 a 4 4 4 ¢
' Levevens b b DAdTT e 4 B Y vy PPPLE IR} ' o P o ¢ 4 ¢

BOTTOM

CIRCULATION PATTERNS VERIFICATION PERIOD

PLAN CONDITIONS PEAK FLOOD
—> 1 FT/SEC

PLATE 120




ey Bl
p—
cepd A X 2}

ey
¢
f

}Aus\\ L4
:.Df«..‘ f Iy
-;:}D«..: '
Y Lisdeeveveverr d ‘ 4

f
/
4
§
]

M ryryLl I
:t&:tn. ad
uss{.tta [
$as00iar vy
a0 YT
FLIITYN r:.
;:::Y::.
(T4 1L

- oo
-

fb-v,..

AN

.-v«««»%m. w“

) et Gree
Aww 04
LAWY
TR
ahd
vy b VD
MY

SURFACE

f (Pshpppentarasrans ¢ p

.l
vor e v ¥ vA
oore ¥ ¥ wA
ot ¥ wa

P B A
feonasasnnn, , ¢ 1, 14

e Peeaaca, o f 4
vt-vv;»:_u'v.:
0 pprasanasanaay f 4

-
-
-

f
AN

"

-f»::: )
-D-r‘:qqdcn ap
-»::i—:: [ XY
Q.»bp(’gaqoq
(IS 21
st
w

(444400 TN

:1
-
-
[
L4
-
" \‘.DP..PDDM«

AR L L E I3 P"\sb'hbb~AWQ.\ ah ® W
VVGUIINA S 4 S P 4AAAS B & & A ASMMMMMMAMAMARR LS B &

f
}

Teewwevw w g

MID-DEPTH

rroo o T &2
voT ¢ ¥ &9

1&\! - o

sodf v oo

o dda, 4 ¢, ol
»-?’oo‘)v dav v
A Jiee d 4 4 ¢ ¢

AaTAML LI PP R | L X4
DMaesttdimstacea ey i v o

4 ¢
‘¢ vy

e
\"“
= £
an
'mm

[ d

st

vﬂ -a

VA aq

[ AP ]

y 1 « M
LN AR RS

AT IrIrg et vy T Y
a:g.: .:.nn
WE e o s
4 - .a
o Nddddiia N “a
r ML P ¥ g 4 4 ¢
[y Q“ Pr v ey

h 44vy v o

— wwidvy v 13
(il

Yy
rhy Yry v vy
0 Yre oy vy

BOTTOM

CIRCULATION PATTERNS

VERIFICATION PERIOD

PEAK EBB

EXISTING CONDITIONS

—> 1 FT/SEC

PLATE 121




Q"hi\ » A
e

v .qnsxx\\
AR

SRS I I

. :Tv1~s * o

*assservevFree ! t 4
VY A sasresrvevere L

!
&t (Y eovederesvevre ¢ L !
.(;41« ' 1

-
—agcae e ™ -

-~ oo

- a

Ll A At ace d d L JENERE o 2l o d
-

e
ve

SURFACE

oA, f 4 4

.:Q:‘fp»pv. 4 ¢ 4

pagerictPean ¢ ¥ ol ¢ ¢

e

»

»

»

a
\“s -

T TIVemy W 2 P T hAan m o b b A LLLMMMAISMASIg A & A

wwwTaea @ & VRAAL A A A A A LMMMMAMMANAAMA Y B & &

1]

e - e -'PM"

vevevewera ¢ T Q qaten e B b o s > eatmsasaniid gy

LN R R 4 o

DEPTH

MID-

eroo v ¥V pw
rry ¢ ¢ v
vpg € ¢ v
]
W ¢ v
It ¢ 4 g 4
" LALL L TTTL AL N
(AMMULTE ITETR IR
(LA AR AL LT TY RO PP Y ] >
g [P eatdttstitetees T ik v >
»io.o‘aa» ¢ vy
g1 B ¢ o v
ITISM A0 044 ¢ ¢

b e
y m 133>
Abag s AD
gk w dsvpy s o g
[l | Y. 3 w»m
z3Ys ¢ m
a"A 4 mmm

Pl 2 :. AN
arhg P e 4t
S | Akl (L LA
Yo yp 4 q
X ] fa o o g
' T4 4 4y
194 &y
1Y ¢t
48 5 & &
4p » &8
e e Al
1an®e & a9
asFeaq 4 4y
vrg Py v vy
Yyv ey

'Yy Y ~
ryevovy
ty v 1Y

BOTTOM

CIRCULATION PATTERNS

VERIFICATION PERIOD

PEAK EBB

PLAN CONDITIONS

PLATE 122

—> 1 FT/SEC




Adsavw v V)

“4se v Vh

PR N

4Dl$v PR
ADISMIISLa Yy ) & A s

200 Possossaans b , b p b
tgvv'e:vc Y ER
Prdasasnscassrssras b G a4
viihv—o ot ¢4
8 ,2'4\:» { 44
. ,:\.

1‘;'11“«2 r...ird $ wt

=N .nxwf
= 433

iy
» > b
.-—8-8-«3 "c' ¢
v-’o'i ET
Mvmaverpfp o
(1 el d
281 P (453 brvvwwetty P

[] c'v-v!i..i«.- v
B3 huvmmany it e
'T’V-:i% 1

VverTTore e

M

et
S

>
4
L 4

f‘
<
v4é
S hovwwer v ¢ ranigliay
A ddesovry v v aepad s,

LA 7T Y]
o 1Fegy

VOVOWIO T ¥ ¢ TOPEad P U PP POT T et

LA AL L L XA RN L L L PN Y XL

C IOy v v P Esngar

SURFACE
T

A5

bhhddv L3 )
teq v ¥ VD
Assaae v vH

0

PPovssssoauasp a4 v &
PIIPIIIIIMIany ) & a 4 b
2oV Jreverssans b, v Y4 4
Lt le L L) LN IR P

P2 ascconsobIVYY 4 4 3 ¢

Q-§:«..». a4
KK
[ Y
Qe l ISR
N ITT RS
ITTINSC 27 L RGO
11 KRR SN
Hhsnvverrpr 2 v 12
et aanddd ABNIEE
PN LW T h e ¢ ¢ ¢
AP ) "-'rvvvz.a: nv u a"
h“Re 43000 vvINy, v 44
a2y g 193
ol B
84 b v
bbby
LI S
Ay v
Ay v w?

3y 4
; BRI
Psags
PP 4 ad
»5 06 ab

MID-DEPTH

P0MMPIIIsany; & & Jl4

DTV Froresrsann b ¥ | o

eI B Y] ¢ 4 ¢
4 [
m
[}
S LA
sy, o
TP «a af
LAY 4
AABLIR & 4
LN I & 4
"rﬂ't
4M"1|f
Ay g 4P
v w 4?
a s vy
Py vy
T vy
re vy
rY vy
rrve

SLACK WATER

VERIFICATION PERIOD
—> 1 FT/SEC

BOTTOM

CIRCULATION PATTERNS
EXISTING CONDITIONS

PLATE 123




PLATE 124

€ G OINOIOI T F T VIIP BT T T T OISR & .
CECIINWI 7V ¢ ¢ VIIT P P F P P TP erTIeaeeTREEreear - o - A -

CECINIG G ¢ 4 VIOV VP P P VP P P OOTTIIIITTT i renenes s & & & &

SURFACE

Cavarsaa g, v

VOV Y ¥ ¢ 4TAAD v v P TP EAMAALLLATTY

D OVDALA D & 4 ¢ VO™ & B B B B - S ARMEERAASeLb Ll & &
TOVVVRT T D b ALEIV ™ B e > oS LSAMSEENMALEAL e b &

MID-~DEPTH

Y aver b b BB «@wsad b b
y AL 2 4ovrb b b BB
[N ;\5;&144«' bdvddvv
< (TR g EVPPPrssagywi s ~ b &
v o R 20PPPPIPIIOGY S 4 v g b FIrrrermrbaga g > 4s
Wi SANYIITIPIV oy 4 4 9 4 SHATYRIINYYIN S 4 4 ¢ ¢
gngg.- Nae LaPITNITI Y84, 4 4 Y ¢ @
-y{‘ﬁym L ‘¢ VP ataaeasPTONNNINL 4 ¢ ve
o LLLESURW.RLL L) T (R} s AL U Ps

e dessea 4 @ 3 Ayt 9N NA o aLdMMAMMMMLAMAML o & 4 B
v demta s @ v 4 gew’ T T ¥ T ¥ 9A40mmnmamittattana &
G Adaaibd s 4 w aaguc P P s o 55 PITNTNRITINIIAGQan o

BOTTOM

CIRCULATION PATTERNS

VERIFICATION PERIOD

SLACK WATER

PLAN CONDITIONS

—> 1 FT/SEC




APPENDIX A: MODEL CALIBRATIUN FOR A CURVILINEAR GRID

1. The hydrodynamic model was first calibrated in two dimensions, using
National Ocean Service (NOS) 1983 field data. A boundary-fitted grid
(Figure Al) was used for the calibration. The grid was developed using
the EAGLE grid generation code (Thompson, Warsi, and Mastin 1984; Thompson
1987a, b"). The grid ccntains 86 x 46 cells, and the ¥ and y coordinate
axes correspond, respectively, to the east-west and north-south directions.
Grid coordinate values shown in the figure are in grid units, each grid unit
corresponding to 500 ft. The thicker lines shown on the grid represent harbor
breakwater sections. The twin jetties at the entrance of Alamitos Bay are
represented in the grid by a single barrier shown by a thicker line. The
offshore boundary of the grid represents approximately the 120-ft mean lower
low water contour. The lateral boundaries are appropriately selected. All
three boundaries are chosen so they are away from the main area of interest to
the present study.

2. For purposes of two-dimensional (2-D) calibration, a 2-D version of
CH3D was used. Model bathymetry was obtained by digitizing the latest
available (1986) NOS nautical charts for the study area (charts 18751, 18749,
and 18746) and interpolating as necessary. All other available information on
bathymetry was also used in arriving at the final model depths.

3. The forcing tide was generated using tidal harmonic constituents for
the ocean area outside the main breakwater. After careful examination of the
field data, a period of 48 hr, starting from 1200 hr Pacific Standard Time (PST)
on 23 June 1983 was selected for calibration, since it represented a large
spring tide event and the maximum amount of field data were available for this
period. To minimize transients and avoid shock to the system, the tidal signal
was feathered over the first hour of simulation (that is, model tides at the
boundaries were gradually and gently built up over the first hour so that they
matched the real tide computed from tidal constituents starting 1300 hr PST).
The same tidal signal was used at all three open-water boundaries to force the
model. A time step of 60 sec was selected to run the model. Nonlinear terms
corresponding to advection and diffusion were not invoked. Model results for
surface elevation were compared with actual field gage measurements at tide

gages T660 and T680 in the interior of the harbors. It was observed from the

* See References at the end of the main text.
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comparison that typically the measured and computed tidal ranges were similar,
but the measured absolute water levels were higher than model predictions. The
difference was on the order of 0.7 ft. Flick and Cayan (1984) reported that the
El Nino effect on the southern California coast along with secular sea level
rise, and other effects, raised offshore water levels in June and July 1983 by
approximately 0.5 to 1.0 ft (0.7 ft at San Diego). Since this effect is not
included in the tidal signal generated from constituents, the tidal elevation
signal applied at the model boundaries was shifted upward by 0.7 ft, and the
model was re-run. A good match was obtained between computed and measured tidal
elevations at gages T660 and T680 (Figures A2 and A3) with respect to both
magnitude and phase.

4. After the test plan to be investigated was delivered, additional grids
were developed to incorporate a grid structure in which all future test plans
could be represented. In attempting the detailed calibration process for these
grids, it was discovered the skewness of some grid cells caused significant
numerical problems that could not be easily overcome (without substantial
applied research and development relative to the grid generation program). The
weakness in the approach was the inability to develop a practical engineering
grid on which stable computations could be made. This fact led to the decision
to adopt the dense rectilinear grid used in previous studies of San Pedro Bay
(Seabergh and Outlaw 1984).
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